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WORK/STUDY AGENDA 

SPRINGVILLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
MAY 17, 2016 AT 5:15 P.M. 

City Council Chambers 
110 South Main Street 

Springville, Utah 84663 
 
CALL TO ORDER- 5:15 P.M. 
COUNCIL BUSINESS  

1. Calendar 
• May 21 – Bike with the Mayor 10:00 a.m. 
• May 30 – Memorial Day (City Offices Closed) 
• June 7 – Work/Study Meeting 5:15 p.m., City Council Meeting 7:00 p.m. 
• June 4-11 – Art City Days 
• June 11 – Grand Parade 10:00 a.m. 
• June 14 – Work/Study Meeting 5:15 p.m. 
 

2. DISCUSSION ON THIS EVENING’S REGULAR MEETING AGENDA ITEMS 
a) Invocation – Councilmember Miller  
b) Pledge of Allegiance – Councilmember Sorensen    
d) Consent Agenda  

6. Approval of City purchase orders required to be signed per Springville City 
Purchasing Code. 

7. Approval of the Minutes for the March 15, 2015 Work/Study and Regular City 
Council meetings. 

8. Approval of the fireworks ban for the wildland interface areas – Scott Finlayson, 
Public Safety Director 

9. Approval of a 12-month extension for the installation of improvements for the 
Miner’s Grove Subdivision, Plat C – Fred Aegerter, Community Development 
Director 

10. Approval of Task Order K with Armstrong  Consultants for an Automated Weather 
Observing Station (AWOS) for the Spanish Fork/Springville Airport – Bruce Riddle, 
Assistant City Administrator/Finance Director 
 

4. DISCUSSIONS/PRESENTATIONS 
a) Community Park Update – Alex Roylance, Building and Grounds Director; Corey 

Merideth, Recreation Director 
b) Preliminary Discussion of Transportation Master Plan – Brad Stapley, Public Works 

Director 
c) Aquatics and Activity Center update – Troy Fitzgerald, City Administrator 
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5. MAYOR, COUNCIL, AND ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 
 

6. CLOSED SESSION 
The Springville City Council may temporarily recess the regular meeting and convene in a 
closed session to discuss pending or reasonably imminent litigation, and  the purchase, 
exchange, or lease of real property, as provided by Utah Code Annotated §52-4-205 

 
ADJOURNMENT 
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REGULAR AGENDA 

SPRINGVILLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
MAY 17, 2016 AT 7:00 P.M. 

City Council Chambers 
110 South Main Street 

Springville, Utah 84663 
 
 

YOUTH CITY COUNCIL SWEARING IN CEREMONY AT 6:45 P.M. 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
INVOCATION AND PLEDGE 
APPROVAL OF THE MEETING’S AGENDA  
MAYOR’S COMMENTS 

 
PUBLIC COMMENT:  Audience members may bring any item not on the agenda to the Mayor and 
Council’s attention. Please complete and submit a “Request to Speak” form. Comments will be limited 
to two or three minutes, at the discretion of the Mayor. State Law prohibits the Council from acting on 
items that do not appear on the agenda. 
 
CEREMONIAL AGENDA 

1. Presentation of the Mayor’s Awards – Shannon Acor, CTC Coordinator 
2. Presentation of service awards for outgoing Power Board Members: Darren Wolz, Tom Hawks 

and Jason Miller 
3. Presentation of service awards for outgoing Arts Commission Board members. MariLee Allred, 

Sandy Allison and Donna Breckenridge 
4. Presentation of the Art City Days Dignitaries 
5. Presentation of the Art City Days Rodeo Royalty 

 
CONSENT AGENDA* 

6. Approval of City purchase orders required to be signed per Springville City Purchasing Code. 
7. Approval of the minutes for the March 15, 2015 Work/Study and Regular City Council 

meetings. 
8. Approval of the fireworks ban for the wildland interface areas – Scott  Finlayson, Public Safety 

Director 
9. Approval of a 12-month extension for the installation of improvements for the Miner’s Grove 

Subdivision, Plat C – Fred Aegerter, Community Development Director 
10. Approval of Task Order K with Armstrong  Consultants for an Automated Weather Observing 

Station (AWOS) for the Spanish Fork/Springville Airport – Bruce Riddle, Assistant City 
Administrator/Finance Director 
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PUBLIC HEARING 

11. Consideration of a proposed amendment to the General Plan Land Use Map and the Official 
Zone Map from Medium Density Residential to Commercial for the property at 341 South 300 
East – Fred Aegerter, Community Development Director 

 
REGULAR AGENDA 

12. Consideration of approving the New At-Grade Railroad Crossing Agreement for 950 West and 
1350 South between UTA and Springville City  – Brad Stapley, Public Works Director 

13. Consideration of awarding the bid for the 950 West railroad crossing – Brad Stapley, Public 
Works Director 

14. Consideration of a  Resolution approving the an Interlocal Cooperation Agreement between 
cities within Utah County and Utah County for the Community Development Block Grant 
Program – John Penrod, Assistant City Administrator/City Attorney CONTINUED FROM 
MAY 3, 2016 
 

MAYOR, COUNCIL AND ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 
 
CLOSED SESSION 

15. The Springville City Council may temporarily recess the regular meeting and convene in a 
closed session to discuss pending or reasonably imminent litigation, and  the purchase, 
exchange, or lease of real property, as provided by Utah Code Annotated §52-4-205 

 
ADJOURNMENT 
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MINUTES OF THE WORK/STUDY MEETING OF THE SPRINGVILLE CITY COUNCIL HELD 
ON TUESDAY, MARCH 15, 2016 AT 5:15 P.M. AT THE CIVIC CENTER, 110 SOUTH MAIN 2 
STREET, SPRINGVILLE, UTAH. 

 4 
Mayor Wilford W. Clyde presided. In addition to Mayor Clyde, the following were present: 

Councilmember Rick Child, Councilmember Christopher Creer, Councilmember Jason Miller, 6 
Councilmember Chris Sorensen, City Administrator Troy Fitzgerald, Assistant City Administrator/City 
Attorney John Penrod, Assistant City Administrator/Finance Director Bruce Riddle and City Recorder 8 
Kim Rayburn.  

Also present were: Public Safety Director Scott Finlayson, Power Superintendent Brandon 10 
Graham, Buildings and Grounds Director Alex Roylance, Operations Manager Rod Oldroyd, Golf Pro 
Craig Norman, Recreation Director Corey Merideth, Library Director Pam Vaughn and Museum of Art 12 
Director Dr. Rita Wright.  Excused from the meeting; Councilmember Craig Conover. 
 14 
CALL TO ORDER 

Mayor Clyde welcomed everyone and called the Work/Study meeting to order at 5:16 p.m.  16 
 

COUNCIL BUSINESS  18 
1) Calendar 

• March 27 – Easter Sunday 20 
• April 05 – Work/Study Meeting 5:15 p.m., City Council Meeting 7:00 p.m. 
• April 6-8 – Annual ULCT Mid-Year Conference, St. George 22 
• April 12 – Work/Study Meeting 5:15 p.m. 
• April 19 – Work/Study Meeting 5:15 p.m., City Council Meeting 7:00 p.m. 24 
 
Mayor Clyde asked if there were any questions or additions to the calendar. It was noted the 26 

Miss Springville/Mapleton pageant will be held on April 2, 2016 
 28 

2) Discussion on this evening’s Regular Meeting agenda items 
a) Invocation – Councilmember Conover 30 
b) Pledge of Allegiance – Councilmember Child  
c) Consent Agenda  32 

2. Approval of City purchase orders required to be signed per Springville City Purchasing 
Code. 34 

3. Approval of the minutes for January 19, 2016; February 02, 2016; February 16, 2016 and 
March 01, 2016 Regular City Council meetings and the January 19, 2016 and February 36 
02, 2016 Work/Study Meetings.  

4. Approval of the Sundial Office Park Condominiums Final located in the area of 775 West 38 
1200 North in the BP-Business Park Zone – Fred Aegerter, Community Development 
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5. Approval of the following appointments; Karen Ellingson and Mike Farrer to the 40 
Planning Commission. Kristin Valdez to the Parks and Recreation Board. Travis Ball to 
the Power Board and Brett and Renae Nelson as the Youth City Council Advisors. 42 

6. Approval of the re-appointments to the Planning Commission; Carl Clyde and Michael 
Clay 44 

 
Mayor Clyde asked if there was any discussion on tonight’s consent agenda.  Councilmember 46 

Sorensen expressed he has been approached by individuals regarding the City’s Green Waste Yard. He 
wanted to verify Springville citizens will be allowed to use the Green Waste Yard with no fee and a 48 
possible fee will be required by non-citizens. Also, the existing rule of no commercial dumping will be 
enforced.  50 
 

3) DISCUSSIONS/PRESENTATIONS 52 
a) Fire Department Update – Scott Finlayson, Public Safety Director 
Chief Finlayson unveiled a new poster that will be posted at Springville High School with the 54 

slogan “see something, say something”; also a social media website has been setup with School 
Resource Officer Morris. Chief Finlayson expressed the Springville High School is very pleased with 56 
Officer Morris and his work at the high school. 

Chief Finlayson reviewed the policy of ambulance and fire crews running code 3(lights/sirens) 58 
within the City. Currently there are four full time Firefighters with 20 part-time and over 30 volunteers. 
He reviewed staffing and protocol for a regular work week and explained the Fire Department is on shift 60 
from 7AM to 7PM Tuesday through Saturday with night time on call shifts of five man crews needed to 
respond on calls. Currently the Fire Department is facing challenges in recruitment and retention. The 62 
increased training demand and call volume as well as a good deal of career movement has had an impact 
and the City is losing well trained firefighters to other agencies. Chief Finlayson acknowledged 64 
Springville Fire has a very good reputation in the State and they have seen personnel come back to work 
part time after acquiring fulltime positions with another agency. He explained current volunteers are 66 
coming out of the fire academy, attracted to Springville because of the good reputation. 

Chief Finlayson reported on the fire call volume compared from 2009 to 2015. He noted since 68 
starting the daytime five man crews in 2012 and having fire personnel at the station, lives and property 
have been saved as well as reducing call times. They are currently looking at changing the requirement 70 
from three volunteer firefighters at night to five crew members and have three fire crew members at the 
station during night time hours. He went on to review the dispatch emergency call response. 72 

Chief Finlayson conveyed how grateful he was for Fire Chief Clinton and his vast wealth of 
experience. As a result fire fighters in Springville are trained at a higher level and are more disciplined. 74 
He noted they will need to move towards a full time Fire Department in the years to come.  

Councilmember Miller asked if response times were measured. Chief Finlayson replied they 76 
work at a response time of six minutes during the day and 14 minutes at night and have met those goals 
on a regular basis. Chief Finlayson expressed all Volunteers are required to follow all traffic laws when 78 
responding to the fire station. 
 80 
 
 82 
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b) Fence Height Policy – Fred Aegerter, Community Development Director 84 
Director Aegerter reviewed ordinances in other communities regarding deer fencing in a 

suburban setting, the types of fences used to deter deer and the different materials allowed in other 86 
communities. 

City Administrator Fitzgerald asked the Council if they wanted more information. By consensus 88 
the Council requested the Planning Commission review the item related to deer and fencing 
requirements.  90 

Councilmember Child stated when citizens come in for a fence permit it would be helpful for 
staff to educate them on deer deterrent fencing such as a solid fence versus a chain link fence. 92 
 

c) Monthly Director Reports – Troy Fitzgerald, City Administrator 94 
Administrator Fitzgerald asked for input from the Mayor and Council regarding the monthly 

department reports they receive from Directors. He noted goals, strategies and targets have been 96 
included by some, not all and asked what they would like to see in the reports.  

Councilmember Sorensen expressed he would like them to be basic and not as complex.  98 
Councilmember Miller asked if there was a dashboard setup and to include tracking metrics for 

each department with the information they are already tracking. 100 
Mayor Clyde expressed some reports need to be revised to include what is vital to the City, as 

well as what the City Administrator needs to manage each department. He said they should have 102 
meaningful information and consist of one page. 

Councilmember Sorensen stated he would like to use the meeting to discuss details from each 104 
department.   

Administrator Fitzgerald reported staff will work to refine the reports.  106 
 

d) Early Retirement Incentive Option Concept – Troy Fitzgerald, City Administrator 108 
Administrator Fitzgerald expressed he has been looking for ways to improve morale and deal 

with the ever increasing benefit costs.  Recently a benefits task force has been created with employees to 110 
make suggestions on what can be done with city benefits and contain costs. The number one suggestion 
was to have an early retirement program. He noted the task force has developed a program and he 112 
provided details of the plan. 

Councilmember Sorensen asked if there was any discussion on payout as far as benefits to 114 
employees with different pay grades. Administrator Fitzgerald replied most recommendations were to 
treat employees equally. Councilmember Sorensen asked if there was intent to rehire at a lower pay 116 
grade to save money. Administrator Fitzgerald replied the intent would be to provide some growth 
opportunities to employees. 118 

Discussion ensued regarding accounting requirements and a possible cap on the number of 
accepted requests.  120 

Mayor Clyde asked if this would be an ongoing program. Administrator Fitzgerald replied it 
would be a one-time option; however, the Council can always bring it back.  122 

The Council agreed they would like to move forward and have staff bring back detailed 
information.  124 

 
 126 
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4) MAYOR, COUNCIL, AND ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS  128 
Mayor Clyde asked for any other comments. Councilmember Miller expressed he would like to 

have a two or three minute overview on committees and boards explaining the intent of involvement 130 
needed from the Council and members. He asked about the process for volunteering and acknowledging 
receipt of new applications. He would like copies of the applications sent to the applicable 132 
councilmember for that board.  

Mayor Clyde stated he would like to see a representative from each board give a report to the 134 
Council. 

   136 
5) CLOSED SESSION 

The Springville City Council may temporarily recess the regular meeting and convene in a 138 
closed session to discuss pending or reasonably imminent litigation, and  the purchase, 
exchange, or lease of real property, as provided by Utah Code Annotated §52-4-205 140 

There was no Closed Session. 
 142 
ADJOURNMENT 

COUNCILMEMBER CHILD MOVED TO ADJOURN THE WORK/STUDY MEETING OF 144 
THE SPRINGVILLE CITY COUNCIL AT 6:56 P.M. COUNCILMEMBER SORENSEN SECONDED 
THE MOTION, ALL VOTED AYE. 146 
 
 148 

This document constitutes the official minutes for the Springville City Council Work/Study meeting held on Tuesday, 
March 15, 2016. 150 

I, Kim Rayburn, do hereby certify that I am the duly appointed, qualified, and acting City Recorder for Springville 
City, of Utah County, State of Utah. I do hereby certify that the foregoing minutes represent a true and accurate, and 152 
complete record of this meeting held on Tuesday, March 15, 2016.        
 154 
        
       Kim Rayburn 156 
       CMC City Recorder 

 158 
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Springville City Council Regular Meeting – March 15, 2016 
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE SPRINGVILLE CITY COUNCIL HELD ON 
TUESDAY, MARCH 15, 2016, AT 7:00 P.M. AT THE CIVIC CENTER, 110 SOUTH MAIN 2 
STREET, SPRINGVILLE, UTAH. 
 4 

Mayor Wilford W. Clyde presided. In addition to Mayor Clyde, the following were present: 
Councilmember Rick Child, Councilmember Christopher Creer, Councilmember Jason Miller, 6 
Councilmember Chris Sorensen, City Administrator Troy Fitzgerald, Assistant City Administrator/City 
Attorney John Penrod, Assistant City Administrator/Finance Director Bruce Riddle and City Recorder 8 
Kim Rayburn.  

Also present were: Public Safety Director Scott Finlayson, Buildings and Grounds Director Alex 10 
Roylance, Recreation Director Corey Merideth, Power Distribution Superintendent Brandon Graham, 
Library Director Pam Vaughn, Operations Manager Rod Oldroyd, Community Development Director 12 
Fred Aegerter and Museum of Art Director Dr. Rita Wright. Shawn Barker, Water Superintendent, Juan 
Garrido, Wastewater Superintendent. Excused from the meeting, Councilmember Craig Conover. 14 
 
CALL TO ORDER 16 

Mayor Clyde welcomed everyone and called the meeting to order at 7:02 p.m.  
 18 

INVOCATION AND PLEDGE 
Councilmember Sorensen offered the invocation, and Councilmember Child led the Pledge of 20 

Allegiance. 
  22 

APPROVAL OF THE MEETING’S AGENDA 
 24 

COUNCILMEMBER SORENSEN MOVED TO APPROVE THE MEETING’S AGENDA AS 
WRITTEN. COUNCILMEMBER CREER SECONDED THE MOTION, AND ALL VOTED AYE. 26 

 
MAYOR’S COMMENTS 28 

Mayor Clyde welcomed the Council, staff and audience. He asked if there were any scouts or 
students in the audience. There were none. 30 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 32 

Mayor Clyde introduced the Public Comment section of the agenda. He asked if there were any 
requests. Ms. Ashley Mitchell requested to speak. 34 

Mayor Clyde turned the time over to Ms. Ashley Mitchell, 1091 West 200 South; Ms. Mitchell 
introduced herself as a member of the Parent Advocacy Council for the state of Utah representing 36 
Springville. She explained they will have a café group in Springville and meet with parents in the 
community, to help empower them to be better in the home and community. She asked if the City could 38 
help by providing some resources such as a meeting space. She noted the non-profit group is sponsored 
by UVU and DCFS. Councilmember Sorensen mentioned there is a building use policy. Attorney 40 
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Penrod replied the city has a fee schedule based on the type of use and they try to work with government 
entities. 42 
 
CEREMONIAL 44 

1. Presentation of the Mayor’s Awards – Shannon Acor, CTC Coordinator 
Mayor Clyde turned the time over to Ms. Shannon Acor to conduct the Mayor’s Award 46 

presentation.  Ms. Acor announced that the young people here tonight were nominated by their teachers 
for exemplifying high standards. Mayor Clyde assisted Ms. Acor with the awards. 48 

Ms. Acor asked Ms. Demmi Nava to come forward and she read Demmi was nominated by Ivan 
Cardenas, teacher and Latinos in Action Advisor. Mr. Cardenas wrote in part, Ms. Demmi Nava is a true 50 
starter. I am continuously impressed at the level of commitment Demmi has for her school and the 
community. The Navas have been Springville residents for many years, and Demmi is a proud 52 
Springville Red Devil. Demmi is currently serving in student government as the Student Relations 
officer. She is also serving as the current president for Latinos in Action. 54 

Ms. Acor asked Mr. Ethan Robertson to come forward and she read Ethan was nominated by 
Suzy Williams, his 4th grade teacher at Sage Creek Elementary. Ms. Williams wrote Ethan is a fabulous 56 
student, friend, and community member. He is an example to his peers as well as me as his teacher. He 
works very hard every day, striving to improve his skills and understanding of various subjects including 58 
Chinese. 

Ms. Acor asked Ms. Carmen Payne to come forward and she read Carmen was nominated by 60 
Bobbi Kassel. Ms. Kassel wrote Carmen loves to serve! She has a kind heart, she is compassionate and 
she genuinely cares about others. She performs service projects often! Currently, she is part of five 62 
different service organizations: National Honor Society, Springville Youth City Council, Key Club, 
Springville High Service Club and Let's End Poverty. 64 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 66 

2. Approval of City purchase orders required to be signed per Springville City Purchasing Code. 
3. Approval of the minutes for January 19, 2016; February 02, 2016; February 16, 2016 and March 68 

01, 2016 Regular City Council meetings and the January 19, 2016 and February 02, 2016 
Work/Study Meetings.  70 

4. Approval of the Sundial Office Park Condominiums Final located in the area of 775 West 1200 
North in the BP-Business Park Zone – Fred Aegerter, Community Development 72 

5. Approval of the following appointments; Karen Ellingson and Mike Farrer to the Planning 
Commission. Kristin Valdez to the Parks and Recreation Board. Travis Ball to the Power Board 74 
and Brett and Renae Nelson as the Youth City Council Advisors. 

6. Approval of the re-appointments to the Planning Commission; Carl Clyde and Michael Clay 76 
 
COUNCILMEMBER CHILD MOVED TO APPROVE THE CONSENT AGENDA AS 78 

WRITTEN.  COUNCILMEMBER CREER SECONDED THE MOTION.  ALL PRESENT VOTED IN 
FAVOR OF THE MOTION.  THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 80 
 
 82 
 
 84 
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REGULAR AGENDA 
7. Consideration of entering into a contract with the United States of America for Grant of  86 

Conservation Easement in Community Park – John Penrod, Assistant City 
Administrator/City Attorney 88 
Attorney Penrod reported on the contract for a Grant of Conservation Easement and stated the 

agreement will change the use of Community Park drastically by the widening of the river bank, being 90 
able to use it for recreation and conservation of the June Sucker fish. He went on to show a slide overlay 
of the property affected. Attorney Penrod reviewed the perpetual easements and other easements owned 92 
by the City. Attorney Penrod introduced Chris Ellison who was in attendance from Central Utah Water 
Conservancy District (CUWCD). 94 

Attorney Penrod reviewed the agreement with the Council. Councilmember Miller asked what 
the time frame would be for construction. Attorney Penrod replied they plan to start in June and have it 96 
completed this year. Mr. Ellison commented it would be approximately three months. Attorney Penrod 
explained the wetland mitigation credits will be received once they are approved by the Army Corp. of 98 
Engineers. He expressed they are looking good, but it is not guaranteed. He reported the south side of 
the 1200 West area will be acquired to allow for a road to go through.  100 

Director Roylance explained CUWCD will prepare a trail on north berm and the City will be 
able to pave the trail on the berm. 102 

Mayor Clyde had questions regarding the landscaping so that citizens are able to fish in the area. 
Mr. Ellison reported the landscape will provide a natural area so individuals can use the area to fish. 104 
Director Roylance also noted they will be able to install removable picnic tables in area.  

Councilmember Miller asked if staff sees any negatives. Attorney Penrod remarked once the 106 
agreement is signed and recorded it is done. He stated there is some risk that the Army Corp. of 
Engineers approval will not be received before the agreement is approved. 108 
 

COUNCILMEMBER CHILD MOVED TO APPROVE ENTERING INTO A CONTRACT 110 
FOR GRANT OF CONSERVATION EASEMENT AND CONVEYANCE OF FEE TITLE FOR THE 
EAST HOBBLE CREEK RESTORATION PROJECT WITH THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 112 
AND ALL DOCUMENTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE CONTRACT, CONTINGENT UPON CITY 
ENGINEER AND CITY ATTORNEY APPROVAL. 114 

COUNCILMEMBER MILLER SECONDED THE MOTION. ALL PRESENT VOTED IN 
FAVOR OF THE MOTION.  THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 116 
 

8. Consideration of a bid award to the low bidder for the 2015-16 purchase of Pressurized 118 
Irrigation Meters  – Shawn Barker, Water Superintendent 
Superintendent Barker reported the pressurized irrigation meters will be useful for the Water 120 

Department to have accurate accountability of water used and to have an accurate billing for customers. 
Superintendent Barker then reviewed the bid tabulations received and explained funding is available in 122 
this year’s budget.  

 124 
COUNCILMEMBER CREER MOVED TO APPROVE HYDRO SPECIALTIES AS THE 

LOW BIDDER FOR THE PRESSURE IRRIGATION METER PURCHASE 2015-16 IN THE 126 
AMOUNT OF $196,125.00 AND AUTHORIZE THE DIRECTOR OF FINANCE TO APPROVE 
MOVING FORWARD WITH METER PURCHASE. 128 
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COUNCILMEMBER CHILD SECONDED THE MOTION.  ALL PRESENT VOTED IN 
FAVOR OF THE MOTION.  THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY 130 
 

9. Consideration of a Resolution for a green waste dumping fee for Non-Residents and 132 
Commercial Businesses that use the Springville Green Waste Facility – Juan Garrido, 
Storm Water/Waste Water Superintendent 134 
Superintendent Garrido reviewed the recommended fees to use the green waste facility for non-

residents and requirements for commercial loads 136 
Councilmember Child commented there is only so much waste the yard waste facility can handle 

and a fee would help compensate the cost for processing and possibly disposing of extra waste.  138 
Superintendent Garrido described the Solid Waste District fees and process for renting the 

grinding equipment used to process the waste.  140 
 

COUNCILMEMBER SORENSEN MOVED TO APPROVE RESOLUTION #2016-02, 142 
WHICH AMENDS THE COMPREHENSIVE FEE SCHEDULE FOR THE CITY OF SPRINGVILLE 
TO ESTABLISH AND INCLUDE FEES FOR NON-RESIDENTS AND COMMERCIAL 144 
BUSINESSES THAT USE THE SPRINGVILLE GREEN WASTE/COMPOSTING FACILITY. 

COUNCILMEMBER MILLER SECONDED THE MOTION. THE VOTE IS RECORDED AS 146 
FOLLOWS: 

COUNCILMEMBER CHILD  AYE 148 
COUNCILMEMBER CONOVER  ABSENT 
COUNCILMEMBER CREER  AYE 150 
COUNCILMEMBER MILLER  AYE 
COUNCILMEMBER SORENSEN  AYE 152 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. RESOLUTION #2016-02 ADOPTED 
 154 

MAYOR, COUNCIL AND ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 
Mayor Clyde asked for any further questions or reports.  156 
Councilmember Child asked if a meeting had been scheduled with the Utah Department of 

Transportation (UDOT) and the Railroad for March 22, 2016. Administrator Fitzgerald confirmed there 158 
was and that it would be held in the City Office building and invited the City Council attend at noon in 
the multi-purpose room. 160 

Attorney Penrod reported a Workers Comp audit had been completed recently. A review of the 
Library and Museum of Art programs were discussed and the individuals paid for service. Discussion of 162 
the requirement for business licensing, workers comp. and liability insurance coverage and risk 
management were reviewed. 164 

Attorney Penrod asked the Council for their input on the 700 North Road construction and the 
sidewalk options on the south side. He introduced two options. The first option at an approximate cost of 166 
$22,000 was a standard design that may require an additional property purchase. The second option 
would cost approximately $15,000 and involved covering one manhole and a second manhole would 168 
have an angled sidewalk. Councilmember Sorensen and Child agreed option two would be acceptable.  
 170 
 
 172 
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CLOSED SESSION 
10. The Springville City Council may temporarily recess the regular meeting and convene in a 174 

closed session to discuss pending or reasonably imminent litigation, and  the purchase, 
exchange, or lease of real property, as provided by Utah Code Annotated §52-4-205 176 

 
COUNCILMEMBER SORENSEN MOVED TO ADJOURN THE CITY COUNCIL 178 

WORK/STUDY MEETING AT 8:21 P.M. AND CONVENE IN CLOSED SESSION TO DISCUSS 
THE CHARACTER, PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE, OR PHYSICAL OR MENTAL HEALTH OF 180 
AN INDIVIDUAL. COUNCILMEMBER CHILD SECONDED THE MOTION AND THE VOTE IS 
RECORDED AS FOLLOWS:  182 

COUNCILMEMBER CHILD  AYE 
COUNCILMEMBER CONOVER  ABSENT 184 
COUNCILMEMBER CREER  AYE 
COUNCILMEMBER MILLER  AYE 186 
COUNCILMEMBER SORENSEN  AYE 

 188 
ADJOURNMENT 

COUNCILMEMBER CHILD MOVED TO ADJOURN THE CITY COUNCIL MEETING AT 190 
8:47 P.M. COUNCILMEMBER CREER SECONDED THE MOTION, AND ALL VOTED AYE.  

 192 
 
 194 
 
This document constitutes the official minutes for the Springville City Council Regular meeting held on Tuesday, 196 

March 15, 2016. 
I, Kim Rayburn, do hereby certify that I am the duly appointed, qualified, and acting City Recorder for Springville 198 

City, of Utah County, State of Utah. I do hereby certify that the foregoing minutes represent a true and accurate, and 
complete record of this meeting held on Tuesday, March 15 2016.        200 
 
        202 
       Kim Rayburn 
       City Recorder 204 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

STAFF REPORT 
 

DATE: May 6, 2016 
 
TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: Chief Scott Finlayson & Fire Chief Henry Clinton 
 
SUBJECT: FIREWORKS BAN IN SOME AREAS OF SPRINGVILLE 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Approve the fireworks ban for the wildland interface areas as outlined in the attached map.  
 
DISCUSSION 
The 2013 Utah State Legislature changed state law and now requires the City Council to prohibit 
fireworks in certain areas of our community.  Utah Code 15A-5-202.5 (1)(c)(i) states, “the 
legislative body of a municipality within which the hazardous environmental conditions exist 
may prohibit only the ignition or use of the ignition source in mountainous, brush-covered, or 
forest-covered areas or the wildland urban interface area, which means the line, area, or zone 
where structures or other human development meet or intermingle with undeveloped wildland or 
land being used for an agricultural purpose;”  
 
History has proven that the fire threat to our community through the “wildland interface” is real, 
as demonstrated by wildland fires in our recent past.  Due to the extreme fire danger this year 
some areas of Springville City are closed to all fireworks. This is the same boundary as in years 
past, with no change in restricted areas.  All fireworks are banned on the northeast foothill 
boundaries of Springville, effective upon Council approval and publication. The fireworks ban is 
designed to prevent any fireworks being used within 1000 ft. of the US Forest/Springville City 
boundary near the foothills. 
 
The boundary is defined as follows: Starting at Main Street and 1400 North, east up through 
Millpond Dr.; east on 400 North and winding its way over to 1300 East and up Canyon road to 
2450 East, including all areas east of 2400 East to the City limits. 
 
Legal fireworks may be used in other areas of town from 11am to 11 pm, between  
July 1st and July 7th and July 21st and July 27th; except that on July 4 and July 24, the hours are 
11 a.m. to midnight.  We encourage all in restricted areas to take their families to any of the city 
parks outside the banned area to set off fireworks. 
 
 



 
 
ALTERNATIVES 
The City Council may choose to not ban fireworks in any areas of Springville. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
There are no fiscal impacts.  
 
 
Name:  Chief Scott Finlayson, Director of Public Safety 
             Chief Henry L Clinton, Fire Chief 
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S T A F F  R E P O R T  

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
May 17, 2016  miner's grove c-improvement extension 

 
 
DATE: May 10, 2016  
    
TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council  
 
FROM: J. Fred Aegerter, Community Development Director 
 
SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF A 12-MONTH EXTENSTION FOR THE 

INSTALLATION OF IMPROVEMENTS FOR THE MINER’S GROVE 
SUBDIVISION, PLAT C 

 
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION 
 
Move to grant a 12-mont extension for the installation of improvements for the Miner’s Grove 
Subdivision, Plat C. 
 
SUMMARY OF ISSUES/FOCUS OF ACTION 
 
Does the proposed request meet the requirements set forth in Section 14-5-101 of the Springville 
Subdivision Regulations Code? 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The City Council granted final plan approval for Miner’s Grove Subdivision, Plats B and C on 
July 21, 2015. Section 14-5-101 of the Subdivision Code allows one year after final approval is 
given to install the subdivision improvements.  The improvements for Plat B are near complete 
and Plat C improvements will follow but will most likely exceed the July 21, 2016 deadline. 
 
Where the developer is choosing to install the improvements prior to recording the plat, the final 
approval of the plat will also be extended pending the installation of the improvements. 
 
 
 
Laura Thompson 
City Planner 
 
Attachments 
 
cc:    Bryon Prince/Ivory Homes 
 
 







 

  
SPANISH FORK-SPRINGVILLE AIRPORT 

Cris Child/Manager 
2050 N 300 W 

Spanish Fork, Utah 84660 
(801) 420-8888 

 
May 10, 2016 

Staff Report 
 
To: Honorable Mayors and City Councils 
 
From: Cris Child Airport Manager on behalf of the Spanish Fork/Springville Airport Board 
 
Subject: Automated Weather Observing Station (AWOS) 
 
Recommended Motion: Approve Task Order K with Armstrong Consultants. 
 
Background/Discussion: As part of the Airports Capital Improvement Plan we have applied for Federal and 
State grants for the installation of an Automated Weather Observing Station (AWOS). A copy of the 
application is attached. This Automated Weather Observing Station is an essential component in obtaining an 
Instrument Landing Procedure for the Airport which is a critical next step in maximizing the utility of the 
Airport to Business, Government and Emergency Flight Operations here at Woodhouse Field.  
 
Alternatives: Postpone the acquisition of an Instrument Landing Procedure. 
 
Fiscal Impact: 
The projected total cost of the project is $275,847.00 of which $250,000.00 will be paid for through a Federal 
Grant, $12,923.00 will be paid for through a State Grant and the remaining $12,924.00 will be paid from the 
Airport Capital Improvement account. 



































































 

Spanish Fork-Springville Airport Armstrong Consultants, Inc. 
Task Order K 1

TASK ORDER K 
ATTACHMENT TO 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN OWNER AND ENGINEER, 
DATED ___________________, 2016 

 
FURTHER DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES OF ENGINEER 

1. This Attachment is made a part of and incorporated by reference into the Professional 
Services Agreement made on September 24, 2009 between the CITIES of SPANISH FORK & 
SPRINGVILLE, UTAH (Owners) and ARMSTRONG CONSULTANTS, INC., (Engineer) 
providing for professional engineering services.  The Services of Engineer as described in 
Section 1 of the Agreement are amended or supplemented as indicated below and the time 
periods for the performance of certain services are stipulated as indicated below. 
 
2. WORK PROGRAM – Attached 
  Element 1 – Install Automated Weather Observation System (AWOS) 
  
3. FEES - The fees will be as noted below. (All lump sums unless otherwise noted) 
 Element 1 – Project Development $3,500 

 Element 1 – Design 

Preliminary Design  $10,500 
Final Design  $6,500 

Element 1 – Bidding Services $5,000 

Element 1 – Construction Period Services 

Construction Administration Services $4,000 
Construction Inspection Services (see Rate Sheet) $51,780 

Element 1 – Project Closeout $3,500 

Engineering Total $84,780 

 

4. ATTACHMENTS - Required Contact Provisions for A/E Contracts Under Airport 
Improvement Program  

 
OWNERS:      ENGINEER: 
SPRINGVILLE CITY    ARMSTRONG CONSULTANTS, INC. 
 
By____________________________  By______________________________ 
    Wilford W. Clyde, Mayor        Dennis Corsi, President 

 

Attest:_________________________ 

 
SPANISH FORK CITY 
 
By____________________________ 
     Steve Leifson, Mayor 

 

Attest:_________________________ 



 

Spanish Fork-Springville Airport Armstrong Consultants, Inc. 
Task Order K 2

 
SCOPE OF WORK 

SPANISH FORK-SPRINGVILLE AIRPORT 
AIP NO. 3-49-0034-023-2016 

 

 
ELEMENT #1 INSTALL AUTOMATED WEATHER OBSERVATION SYSTEM (AWOS)  
 
1. This project consists of the engineering services associated with the installation of an 

automated weather observation system (AWOS) at the Spanish Fork-Springville Airport. 
 
1.1. The system will consist of a tower and foundation, weather sensors with individual 

concrete foundations as necessary, power and communications cabling and ducting, 
computer terminal with remote monitor installed in the Airport Electrical Vault, and 
security fencing. 

 
1.2. A cost benefit analysis will be performed to determine the appropriate type of AWOS for 

the site. 
 

1.3. Work will include coordination with the local communications provider to extend 
communications service to the airport. 

 
1.4. The system will be configured to report through: a National Airspace Data Interchange 

Network (NADIN) connection, a discreet VHF frequency, and a dedicated phone 
number. 

 
1.5. The AWOS will be compliant with FAA AC 150/5220-16D. 

 
 

Estimated Construction Cost (Element 1) is:   $300,000 
 

Estimated Construction Period (Element 1) is:  30 days1 
Note: 

1) Should the Contractor exceed the specified construction period, additional 
construction period fees will be assessed at the rates shown on the attached rate 
sheet.  The Sponsor may offset these fees by charging the Contractor liquidated 
damages in accordance with the Contract Agreement and Special Provisions 
developed as part of the bid documents for the project.  

 
 
 
 
 

  



 

Spanish Fork-Springville Airport Armstrong Consultants, Inc. 
Task Order K 3

CONSTRUCTION INSPECTION SERVICES RATE SHEET: 
 

DIRECT EXPENSES 

Position 
Regular 
Hourly 
Rate 

Overtime 
Hourly 
Rate 

Estimated 
Regular 
Hours 

Estimated 
Overtime 

Hours 

Estimated 
Total 

Principal $232.00 $348 4 - $928
Project Manager $198.00 $297 18 - $3,564
Project Engineer $127.00 $190.50 30 - $3,810

Field Eng 
Supervisor 

$155.00 $232.50 57 - $8,835

Resident Inspector $118.00 $177 226 10 $28,438
Clerical $84.00 $126 6  $504

  ESTIMATED TOTAL DIRECT FEES $46,079

REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES 

Expense Rate Estimated Quantity 
Estimated 

Total 

Per Diem $59/day 33 days 1,947

Lodging $91/day 30 days 2,730

Vehicle Expenses $0.56/mile 1833 miles $1,026

ESTIMATED TOTAL REIMBURSABLE FEES $5,703

TOTAL ESTIMATED CONSTRUCTION INSPECTION FEES $51,782

 
  



 

Spanish Fork-Springville Airport Armstrong Consultants, Inc. 
Task Order K 4

I. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT 
 
The project development phase is intended to complete the necessary preliminary actions 
required to initiate the project in accordance with established Federal, State and Local policies 
and procedures.   
 
Activities include: 
 

1. Conduct a pre-design meeting/scoping conference with the Sponsor and FAA to 
establish parameters for the project definition and work areas, budget, schedule, and 
needs for topographic survey and geotechnical investigations. 
 

2. Develop preliminary cost estimates for the proposed work. 
 

3. Develop a preliminary phasing plan for the work involved with the project to identify 
critical stages of work and estimate the overall duration of the construction work 
associated project.  This information will be used to determine appropriate length of time 
for the construction contract and identify potential divisions amongst the work that may 
be divided into separate bid schedules. 
 

4. Develop a draft Scope of Work narrative for review and approval.  The Sponsor may be 
required to have an independent fee estimate (IFE) performed to validate the proposed 
engineering fees.  The Engineer will assist the Sponsor in getting reimbursed for the cost 
of this IFE as part of the grant by preparing a request for reimbursement.  Upon 
receiving approval of the scope of work narrative, engineering fees will be calculated and 
provided with the final Scope of Work.  The Engineer will assist the Sponsor in preparing 
a Record of Negotiations to document the fee negotiation performed for the project. 

 
5. Prepare final Scope of Work and Contract. 

 
6. Prepare and submit a Categorical Exclusion (CatEx) package.   

 
7. Prepare Preliminary FAA Grant Application.  Preparation of the application will include 

the following: 
 

a. Prepare the following forms: SF424 and FAA Form 5100-100 
b. Prepare Project Narrative and Sketch 
c. Prepare Preliminary Estimate 
d. Prepare the Sponsor’s Certifications 
e. Attach the current Grant Assurances. 

 
The Engineer will submit the application to the Sponsor for approval and signatures. 

 
  



 

Spanish Fork-Springville Airport Armstrong Consultants, Inc. 
Task Order K 5

II. PRELIMINARY DESIGN 
 
The preliminary design phase is intended to identify and evaluate cost effective and practical 
solutions for the work items identified. The designer will complete its evaluation of alternatives 
through contacts with local authorities, field investigations and a practical design approach. The 
design will take advantage of local knowledge and experience and utilize expertise from recent 
construction projects to design a cost-effective project. Cost efficiencies will be realized in a 
lower initial cost and in lower long-term maintenance costs. 
 
Activities include: 
 

1. A design survey will not be required for this project. 
 

2. A geotechnical investigation will not be required for this project. 
 

3. Prepare an overall Construction Safety and Phasing Plan (CSPP) in order to maximize 
project constructability and operational safety.  A draft CSPP will be submitted to the 
FAA for review and comment when the design is approximately 25-35% complete.  This 
final CSPP will be submitted to the FAA when plans are 95% completed.  The final 
CSPP will be coordinated, by the FAA Program Manager, with other FAA Lines of 
Business (LOBs).  Comments received by the FAA LOBs will be incorporated into the 
CSPP prior to submitting the bid advertisement for the project. 
 

4. The Sponsor’s DBE Plan and Goal are both up-to-date and will not require updating for 
this project. 
 

5. Review and evaluate project layout. 
 

a. Determine aircraft usage through coordination with Sponsor and FAA. 
b. Verify existing ALP dimensions and data. 
c. Verify AWOS siting is in compliance with FAA 6560-20b. 

 
6. Evaluate local conditions: 

 
a. Inventory local material suppliers, sources and capabilities. 
b. Review existing electrical system layouts and determine system requirements. 
c. Coordinate with local communications provider to have communications service 

extended to the airport. 
 

7. Complete a cost benefit analysis to determine the appropriate, grant eligible type of 
AWOS for the airport. 

  



 

Spanish Fork-Springville Airport Armstrong Consultants, Inc. 
Task Order K 6

9. Prepare preliminary construction plans.  Construction plans will be prepared depicting all 
of the work involved for Element 1. The following list of drawings will be used as a 
guideline.  Drawings may be added or deleted during the design phase if required. 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

10. Prepare preliminary contract documents. The Engineer will prepare the contract 
documents including invitation for bids, instructions to bidders, proposal, equal 
employment opportunity clauses and applicable wage rates, construction contract 
agreement, performance bond, payment bond, general and special provisions. 
Preparation will include establishing the location for the bid opening and description of 
the work schedule.  Contract documents will be prepared as early as possible during the 
design phase and submitted to the FAA and Sponsor for review.  
 

11. Prepare preliminary technical specifications. The Engineer will assemble the technical 
specifications necessary for the intended work. Standard FAA specifications will be 
utilized where possible. Additional specifications will be prepared to address work items 
or material that is not covered by the FAA specifications. 

 
The standard specifications to be utilized for Element 1 may include the following items: 

 
Item P-151  Clearing and Grubbing 
Item P-152  Excavation and Embankment 
Item P-610  Structural Portland Cement Concrete 
Item F-162  Chain-Link Fence 
Item L-108  Underground Power Cable for Airports 
Item L-110  Airport Underground Electrical Duct Banks and Conduits 
 

The added technical specifications may include but not be limited to the following items: 
 

Item Special-6  Watering 
Item Special-AWOS Automated Weather Observation Systems 
 

12. Prepare preliminary special provisions to address conditions that require additional 
clarification and/or definition beyond what is described in the standard general provisions 
or technical specifications.  Items may include: 

 
a. Project Location Information 
b. Insurance Requirements 
c. Contract Period and Work Schedule and Phasing 
d. Pre-Construction Conference 

DESCRIPTION ELEMENT 1 
a Cover Sheet 1 Sheet 

b 
General Notes, Legend and Survey 
Control 

1 Sheet 

c AWOS Siting Plan and Typical Details 2 Sheets 
d Electrical and Communications Plan 1 Sheet 
e Electrical and Communications Details 2 Sheets 
f Fencing Layout and Details 2 Sheets 
g Construction Safety and Phasing Plan  1 Sheet 

 TOTAL SHEET COUNT 10 Sheets 
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e. Utilities 
f. Permits, Taxes and Compliance with Laws 
g. Field Office Requirements 
h. Haul Roads 
i. Testing and Staking 
j. Airport Security, Closure of Air Operations Areas 
k. Accident Prevention 
l. Warranty 
m. Construction Management Plan 

 
13. Conduct preliminary review of the construction plans, technical specifications, contract 

documents and special provisions by submitting copies of the preliminary documents to 
the FAA and Sponsor and solicit preliminary design review comments.  

 
III. FINAL DESIGN 
 
In the final design phase, the designer will provide well-defined construction requirements, with 
selected bid alternatives as appropriate to solicit competitive construction bids. Construction 
schedules will be coordinated around good weather conditions and as little as practical 
interference with airport operations. 
 
Activities include: 
 
Final Design 
 

1. Incorporate preliminary design comments and respond as necessary to requests for 
additional information. 

 
2. Calculate Estimated Quantities. The Engineer will calculate all necessary quantities for 

the various work items in each Element. 
 

3. Prepare Estimate of Probable Construction Cost for each Element. Using the final 
quantities calculated following the completion of the plans and specifications, the 
Engineer will prepare the construction cost estimate. The estimate will be based on 
information obtained from previous projects, contractors, material suppliers and other 
databases available. 

 
4. Prepare Engineer’s Design Report. During the preparation of the construction plans and 

specifications, an engineer design report will be prepared. The report will include the 
summary of the project, pavement, drainage design, schedule and cost estimate for the 
completion of the project.  The design report will follow the current FAA Airports 
guidance where applicable.  The design report will be submitted for Sponsor and FAA 
review.  Review comments will be incorporated in the final revised report. 

 
5. Develop work schedules for construction.  This task involves dividing the construction 

work into schedules to allow for maximum contract award flexibility in cases of limited 
available funds, and allow the project to be executed in a manner that minimizes the 
disruption of the airport aircraft operations.  

 
6. Submit final CSPP by uploading it to the OE/AAA website.  Alternatively, at the request 

of the FAA PM, the CSPP may be submitted directly to the FAA PM. 



 

Spanish Fork-Springville Airport Armstrong Consultants, Inc. 
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7. Submit 95% design construction plans, technical specifications, contract documents and 
special provisions to the FAA and Sponsor and solicit design review comments.  

 
8. Incorporate 95% design review comments and respond as necessary to requests for 

additional information. 
 

9. Prepare and submit final plans and specifications. Copies will be submitted to the FAA 
and Sponsor.  A final set of plans, specifications and contract documents will be 
prepared which incorporates revisions, modifications and corrections determined during 
the FAA and Sponsor’s review.  After final plan acceptance, plan sets will be provided to 
the FAA and Sponsor. 

 
10. Prepare and/or assist with necessary forms: 

 
a. Sponsor Quarterly Report 
b. Strategic Event Coordination Form 
c. Standard Form 271 
d. Standard Form 425 
e. 7460-1 

 
IV. BIDDING SERVICES 
 
During the bidding phase of the project, the Engineer will assist the Airport in advertising and 
letting the project for bid.  Engineer will assist in dialogue with potential bidders to quantify 
bidder questions assist Sponsor in attaining economic bids. 
  
Activities include: 
 

1. Assist the Sponsor with advertising and interpretation of the project requirements.  Plans 
and specifications will be available via the web site of Armstrong Consultants.  The 
Sponsor and FAA will be given a hard copy set of the final plans, specifications and 
contract documents. 
 

2. Provide technical assistance and recommendations to the Airport during construction 
bidding. 
 

3. Attend and assist with pre-bid conference. Answer Contractor questions and issue 
necessary clarifications and addenda. 
 

4. Attend bid opening at the date and time agreed by the Sponsor.   
 

5. Prepare an abstract of bids, perform necessary review of the bids to determine 
responsiveness, and prepare award recommendation letter 
 

6. Update preliminary Federal Grant Application prepared during Project Development 
phase based on bids. The Engineer will submit the application to the Sponsor for 
approval and signatures. 
 

7. Assist in award notification to successful bidder and notify and return bid bonds to the 
unsuccessful bidders.  The DBE goal and all bidding requirements will be reviewed for 
responsiveness.  Any issues or concerns that arise from the bidding documents will be 
brought to the attention of the Sponsor for clarification. 
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V. CONSTRUCTION PERIOD SERVICES 
 
During the construction phase of the project, the Engineer will assist the Airport with monitoring, 
documenting progress for quality and cost control and overall grant administration during 
construction.   
 
Activities include: 
 

A. Construction Administration Services 
 

1. Coordinate construction contract documents for successful bidder, including contract 
agreement, bond forms, certificates of inclusion, and Notice to Proceed.  Review 
contractor’s bonds, insurance certificates, construction schedules. 

 
2. Provide Sponsor and FAA with hard copies of the Contract Documents, Specifications, 

and Construction Plans (digital copies upon request).  Provide Contractor with hard and 
digital copies (one each) of the Contract Documents, Specifications, and Construction 
Plans; complete with all addenda. 

 
3. Review and accept the Contractor's Safety Plan Compliance Documents prior to issuing 

the Notice to Proceed. 
 

4. Conduct pre-construction conference. 
 

5. No AGIS survey requirements are to be conducted as a part of this contract or project.   
 

6. Identify local survey control points used for project design and layout.  Engineering staff 
will assist, as necessary, the resident inspector and Contractor’s surveyor during 
construction by compiling and sending supplemental information regarding issues arising 
related to construction surveying.  Work may include developing alternative survey 
control based on site conditions discovered during construction and/or findings of the 
Contractor’s surveyor. 

 
7. Provide technical assistance and recommendations to the airport during construction. 

 
8. Prepare change orders and supplemental agreements, if required; including appropriate 

cost/price analyses.  All coordination of change orders will be provided by the Engineer. 
 

9. Prepare and confirm monthly payment requests.  Payment requests will be reviewed for 
accuracy with contractor and resident inspector.  Engineer will prepare FAA payment 
documents for the Sponsor; including interviews on the Contractor’s and Subcontractor’s 
employees and the review of their weekly payroll reports.  The Sponsor will be required 
to complete the payment reimbursement through the FAA e-invoicing system. 
 

10. Coordinate with the Contractor to file for an FCC license for the discreet VHF frequency 
for the AWOS. 

  



 

Spanish Fork-Springville Airport Armstrong Consultants, Inc. 
Task Order K 10

 
B. Construction Inspection Services 

 
1. Provide review of all submittals for materials to be used on the project.  Review all shop 

drawings items as required during construction. 
 

2. Provide a full time resident inspector who will perform site inspections to monitor and 
document construction progress for Element 1, confirm conformance with schedules, 
plans and specifications, measure and document construction pay quantities, document 
significant conversations or situations, document input or visits by local authorities, etc.  
Maintain daily log of construction activities. 

 
3. Prepare and submit weekly inspection reports.  Reports will be submitted to the FAA and 

Sponsor no later than the following week that the report refers to. 
 

4. Conduct final project inspection with the Sponsor, FAA and the contractor.  Any punch 
list items will be noted and coordinated with the contractor for necessary action 

 
VI. PROJECT CLOSEOUT 
 
During the project closeout phase of the project, the Engineer will assist the Sponsor with 
compiling all of the reports, documents, and other items necessary to successfully close out the 
associated grant and provide an accurate historical record for the project. 
 
Activities include: 
 

1. Prepare Summary of Tests report to document the acceptance testing performed on the 
project. 

 
2. Assist the Sponsor with completing all necessary grant closeout certifications and forms. 

 
3. Update Airport Layout Plan to reflect as-built conditions. 

 
4. Prepare an Operations and Maintenance Manual for the AWOS and assist the Sponsor 

with completing a memorandum of agreement with the FAA regarding the operation and 
maintenance of the AWOS. 

 
5. Prepare record drawings, indicating changes made to the design during construction.  

The FAA and Sponsor will each receive one copy of the record drawings in half size 
(11”x17”) format as well as one in electronic format on a CD.   
 

6. Prepare Final Engineers Report. The final report will follow the current FAA AIP Final 
Report guidance.  The Final Engineer’s Report must be submitted to and approved by 
the FAA prior to final payment authorization to the Contractor and Engineer.   

 
7. Assist Sponsor in preparing final SF425 and SF271 forms and grant closeout letter. 

 



 
 
 
 
 

S T A F F  R E P O R T  

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
May 17, 2016  sr_zma_gpma_341 s 300 e_harward.docx 

 
 
DATE: May 11, 2016  
    
TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council  
 
FROM: J. Fred Aegerter, Community Development Director 
 
SUBJECT: JUD HARWARD SEEKING A RECOMMENDATION FOR A PROPOSED 

AMENDMENT TO THE GENERAL PLAN LAND USE MAP AND THE 
OFFICIAL ZONE MAP FROM MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL TO 
COMMERCIAL AND FROM THE R1-5 SINGLE-FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL TO THE CC-COMMUNITY COMMERCIAL ZONE FOR 
THE PROPERTY AT 341 SOUTH 300 EAST. 

 
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION 
 
Motion #1 – General Plan Land Use Map Amendment 
Move to approve Ordinance No ____-2016 amending the Land Use Map element of the General 
Plan from Medium Density Residential to Commercial for the property at 341 South 300 East. 
 
Motion #2 – Official Zone Map Amendment 
Move to approve Ordinance No ____-2016 amending the Official Zone Map from the R1-5 
Single-Family Residential Zone to the CC-Community Commercial Zone for the property at 341 
South 300 East. 
 
SUMMARY OF ISSUES/FOCUS OF ACTION 
 

1. Does the proposed request meet the requirements of Springville City Code, regarding 
amendments to the General Plan?  

2. Does the proposed request to rezone this property meet the requirements of the 
Springville City Code, particularly 11-7-1, Amendments to the Title and Zone Map? 

3. Does the request maintain the intent of the General Plan? 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The proposed amendments are for a parcel that is north of the Hobble Creek Learning Center and 
Corn Wagon Quilt Company.  The applicant would like to expand the parking lot for the two 
existing buildings and construct an additional building. 
 
The parcel falls within the R1-5 Single-Family Residential Zone, which is also in the Historic 
District Overlay Zone.  There currently is an existing home on the parcel. 
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In 2004, the applicant 
had started using the 
house located on the 
parcel where the 
Hobble Creek Learning 
Center is for a 
commercial use. As the 
property was in a 
residential zone, he 
was asked to conform 
and he proposed 
amending the general 
plan and rezoning the 
property to create 
additional parking for 
the Corn Wagon, 
which had expanded 
commercial use into 
the basement and to create parking for a new building that was to serve as a guest house for 
women to come and do quilting on the property proposed for rezoning. This resulted in the need 
for additional parking.  The proposed guest house use never occurred and the Hobble Creek 
Learning Center was proposed for the building. 
 
At the time of the rezoning in 2004, Staff recommended approval based on the following:  
 

• The ability to establish a more definitive edge between the commercial and residential 
areas with fencing and a landscape buffer; 

• The opportunity to utilize existing ordinances to remedy shortcomings associated with 
the existing commercial property, including concerns such as on-site parking and 
landscape screening. 

 
Another issues included the need to locate the new building closer to the Corn Wagon building. 
 
Based on the current standards, parking requirements are met on-site for the two buildings 
owned by Mr. Harward. 
 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
There is precedence along 400 South in regards to parking expansion for buildings facing 400 
South.  Most recently, early last year the City Council approved a zone change for the property at 
363 South 200 East for a parking lot to be used by the Mark Fullmer Dentist Office.  The 
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previously approved changes were to allow for parking areas for businesses that had little or no 
parking and were or will be affected by 400 South expansion improvements.  
 
The concept was to allow parking expansion for the property facing onto 400 South. 

 
 
General Plan 
 
The goal of the Land Use Element of the General Plan is to “Create a safe, functional, and 
attractive community that preserves the best of our past and shapes our future development in a 
way that benefits all people of our community.”  Objective 4 of that section is to “Provide 
conveniently-located commercial and professional office uses to serve the residents of 
Springville and surrounding areas.”   
 
 -Land Use - Objective 2 – Provide and maintain cohesive residential neighborhoods with a 
wide  variety of housing types and densities which include the services and amenities that 
contribute  to desirable stable neighborhoods. 
 
 -Housing – Strategy 1b – Maintain more affordable housing by supporting and 
strengthening  neighborhoods through rehabilitating and maintaining areas of older housing.  
 
Historic Center Community Plan 
 
The goal of the Land Use Element of the Historic Center Community Plan is to “Preserve the 
historic open feel and agricultural usage of Plat A while limiting commercial encroachment and 
investing in expanded green space.” 
 
In the Background section of the Land Use Element, residents are concerned that the residential 
nature of this area be preserved through policies that will not continue to allow commercial 
encroachment into their neighborhoods.   
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 -Land Use – Strategy 3 – Adopt a policy concerning expansion of commercial uses into 
 residential areas to help ensure a sense of understanding as to when such expansion is or is 
not  appropriate and to help retain trust between residents and the City. 
 
Planning Principles  
 
Neighborhoods should remain as cohesive communities in order to remain vibrant and safe. 
Where possible, properties that face each other across a street will be the same or similar zone. 
This provides citizens with the opportunity to interact with their neighbors and create a feeling of 
community. In order to protect the sense of community, zoning should follow rear lot lines. 
 
Zoning Requirements 
 
The requested zoning of CC-Community Commercial requires a minimum 20,000 square feet of 
lots area.  The lot in question contains just over 9,000 square feet.  If the property is rezoned, the 
parcel would be required to be combined with the adjacent parcel to the south. 
 
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OVERVIEW 
 
The Planning Commission considered the proposed amendments on April 26, 2016 during which 
a public hearing was held.  Below is a summary of the commissioners’ discussion. 
 
Director Aegerter presented the information listed in the staff report, after which Mr. Harward, 
the applicant addressed the commissioners and stated the request was triggered by the fact that 
UDOT will be widening 400 South, which will eliminate the current on-street parking.  He 
explained the only way to make the expansion of the parking lot feasible; he would like to 
construct a small 1200 square foot building on the north portion of the parking lot and would 
keep the same architectural look that was consistent with the neighborhood.  With the expanded 
parking lot and new building the existing site would be gaining 5 additional stalls. 
 
Commissioner Ellingson asked if the parking being eliminated off of 400 South could be 
absorbed onto 300 East Street.  It was discussed that 300 East is much narrower and is already 
being utilized by surrounding businesses. 
 
The public hearing portion of the meeting was opened in which no one came forward. 
 
Commissioner Baker questioned if there were any standards that regulated building height.  It 
was explained that the standard for the CC-Zone is 35-feet.  Director Aegerter clarified that the 
current parking requirements are met on site for the two businesses and added the five spots on 
the street that will be eliminated were never included in the parking calculations. 
 
Director Aegerter discussed how precedence had been set for additional parking encroaching into 
residential for businesses that front onto 400 South and explained that a policy decision needed 
to be made regarding allowing additional encroachment for businesses that do not front onto 400 
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South.  Commissioner Baker was very concerned about allowing additional encroachment into 
residential areas. 
 
Director Aegerter explained that if the Commission feels that the proposed expansion is in 
keeping with the General Plan and the public trust concerning this area, and does not affect the 
residential integrity of the area,  the recommendation should be to recommend approval of the 
proposed General Plan Map Amendment and Zoning Map Amendment. 
 
If the Commission feels that the proposed expansion is not in keeping with the General Plan and 
not in keeping with the public trust concerning this area and affects the residential integrity of the 
area, the recommendations should be to recommend denial of the proposed General Plan Map 
Amendment and Zoning Map Amendment. 
 
COMMISSION ACTION: Commissioner Farrer moved to recommend approval of the 
proposed General Plan Map amendment and the Zoning Map amendment.  Commissioner 
Ellingson seconded the motion.  The vote was 3 to 1 in favor of the amendments. 
 
Commission Vote 
 
Commissioner Yes No 
Michael Farrer  X  
Frank Young  Excused  
Genevieve Baker    X 
Karen Ellingson  X  
Michael Clay  Excused  
Brad Mertz  X  
Carl Clyde  Excused  

 
 
ALTERNATIVES 
 

1. Adopt the General Plan Map and Official Zone Map amendment(s) as proposed; 
2. Amend and adopt the proposed amendment(s); 
3. Reject the proposed amendment(s). 

 
 
 
J. Fred Aegerter 
Community Development Director 
 
Attachments 
 
cc:    Jud Harward 
 



ORDINANCE NO. ____-2016 
 
AN AMENDMENT TO THE GENERAL PLAN LAND USE MAP THAT 
RECLASSIFIES THE PARCEL LOCATED AT 341 SOUTH 300 EAST FROM MEDIUM 
DENSITY RESIDENTIAL TO COMMERCIAL.  
 
Be it ordained by the City Council of Springville, Utah:  
 

Section 1: The following described area, as shown on the Generalized Future Land Use 
Map of the Springville City General Plan and shown on the attached Exhibit A, shall be changed 
to the following respective land use classifications as shown on Exhibit A (attached) from 
Medium Density Residential to Commercial.  

 
Section 2: The Zoning Administrator shall cause the Generalized Future Land Use Map 

of the General Plan to be amended to show the change made by Section 1 above.  
 

Section 3: The foregoing amendment was submitted to and considered by the Planning 
Commission after which a public hearing was held by the Planning Commission on April 26, 
2016 which was noticed as required by law and which gave all interested parties an opportunity 
to be heard. The Planning Commission thereafter submitted the same to the City Council with its 
recommendation that the amendment be made. The City Council held a public hearing on May 
17, 2016, notice of which was given as required by law. At said hearing all interested parties 
were given an opportunity to be heard.  
 

Section 4: This amendment shall become effective with the signature of the Mayor.  
 
Approved by the City Council of Springville, Utah this 17th day of May, 2016.  
 
 
 

_______________________________ 
                           Wilford W. Clyde, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Kim Rayburn, City Recorder  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
EXHIBIT “A” 
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ORDINANCE NO. ____-2016 
 
AN ORDINANCE REZONING THE PROPERTY AT 341 SOUTH 300 EAST 
FROM THE R1-5 SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONE TO THE CC-
COMMUNITY COMMERCIAL ZONE AND AMENDING THE OFFICIAL 
ZONING MAP. 
 
Be it ordained by the City Council of Springville, Utah: 
 

Section 1: To the extent that the following area, as shown on Exhibit “A” is in any 
zone other than the R1-5 – Single Family Residential Zone, the following described area 
is hereby rezoned from its existing zone to the CC-Community Commercial Zone, and 
hereafter all rules and regulations applicable to the CC-Community Commercial Zone 
shall apply within said area. 
 

Section 2: The Community Development Director shall cause the Official Zoning 
Map of the City to be amended to show the rezoning made by Section 1 above. 
 

Section 3: The foregoing zone change was submitted to and considered by the 
Planning Commission on April 26, 2016, after a public hearing notice of which was given 
as required by law. The Planning Commission thereafter submitted the same to the City 
Council with its recommendation that the zone change be made. The City Council held a 
public meeting on the matter on May 17, 2016, notice of which was given as required by 
law. At said hearings, all interested parties were given an opportunity to be heard. 

 
Section 4: All ordinances, resolutions, or parts thereof, in conflict with the 

provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed to the extent of such conflict. 
 

Section 5: This ordinance shall become effective one day after publication hereof 
in the manner required by law. 
 

Section 6: The City Recorder shall cause this ordinance or a short summary 
hereof, to be published in the Daily Herald, a newspaper published and of general 
circulation in the City. 

 
Adopted by the City Council of Springville, Utah, this 17th day of May, 2016. 

 
 

___________________________________ 
        Wilford W. Clyde, Mayor                                                                                       
ATTEST:    
                             
 
_______________________________ 
Kim Rayburn, City Recorder 
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EXHIBIT “A” 
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DATE: May 11, 2016 
    
TO: Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: Bradley D. Stapley, Director of Public Works 
 
SUBJECT: NEW AT-GRADE RAILROAD CROSSING AT 950 WEST & 1350 SOUTH 

– UTA/SPRINGVILLE AGREEMENT 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION  

Motion to approve a New At-Grade Crossing Agreement (Contract #TI/U/6045/G) between the 
Utah Transit Authority (UTA) and Springville City for the purpose of receiving a license to 
construct a vehicle railroad crossing over the Tintic Industrial Lead railroad tracks on 950 West 
at approximately 1350 South in Springville Utah. 
 
 
GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND STRATEGIES AT ISSUE 
 
The Springville City General Plan’s Transportation and Circulation section lists the following 
goal: 
 

To provide and maintain a vibrant multi-modal transportation network that encourages 
flow, safety, and a consideration for the aesthetics of the community. 
 

 
SUMMARY OF ISSUES/FOCUS OF ACTION 
 
This New At-Grade Crossing Agreement between UTA and Springville City will allow the 
construction of an at-grade vehicle railroad crossing of the Tintic Industrial Lead railroad tracks 
on 950 West at approximately 1350 South in Springville, Utah. 
 
By executing the attached agreement the City can move forward with construction of the railroad 
crossing with certain stipulations. 
 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
The agreement grants Springville City a license to construct a vehicle crossing of the Tintic 
Industrial Lead railroad tracks at approximately 950 West and 1350 South.   
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This license is expressly conditioned on the following requirements that must be completed 
within no less than five (5) years from the execution date of the agreement (Springville City 
is referred to as the “Licensee” in the agreement): 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
The City Council, by signing the attached agreement to construct the 950 West Railroad 
Crossing, agrees also to acquire the 45-foot width right-of-way for the Springville Sharp/Tintic 
Railroad Connection project within five (5) years of the execution of the agreement. 
 
The Springville Sharp/Tintic Railroad Connection project has been discussed previously with 
the City Council, with the following exhibit being used in previous presentations: 
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The Springville Sharp/Tintic Railroad Connection project is ranked #2 on the current Mountain 
Land Association of Governments (MAG) Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The TIP 
ranking was approved on May 5, 2016 by the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). 
 
On June 2, 2016, the MPO will vote to officially approve funding of the qualifying projects.  It 
appears that projects ranked #1 through #18 will be funded.   
 
Final approval of the TIP by the MPO will be August 4, 2016.   
 
The Springville Sharp/Tintic Railroad Connection project is slated to receive $4.8 million in 
funding, which includes funding for the 45-foot wide right-of-way acquisition. 
 
RISKS 
 
Signing the UTA agreement allows for the construction of the 950 West railroad crossing with 
minimal crossing safety devices as allowed by UDOT (see attached letter dated January 27, 2016 
from Eric Cheng, Chief Railroad Engineer, UDOT).  These safety devices include, but are not 
limited to cross bucks, LED lighted stop signs, street surface paint markings, improved street 
lighting, and zig-zag pedestrian crossing fencing as shown below and specified in Exhibit “A-2”. 
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If the City is not able to acquire the 45-foot right of way for the Springville Sharp/Tintic 
Railroad Connection project within the 5-year period specified within the UTA agreement, the 
City will be required to update the 950 West railroad crossing to include signal lights and gates 
as shown below and specified in Exhibit “A”. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 
None, if the City is able to acquire the 45-foot right of way for the Springville Sharp/Tintic 
Railroad Connection project within the 5-year period specified within the UTA agreement. 
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January 27,2016

Brad Stapley
Public Works Director
Springville City
110 S Main Street
Springville, UT 84663

Subject: Revised Surveillance Report
Railroad Crossing at 1350 South 950 West, Springvill , UT

Dear Mr. Stapley:

In accordance with Utah Administrative Rule R930-5, a highway ra lroad gr de crossing
surveillance review was conducted on September 15,2014 for the p oposed rossing at 950
West 1350 South in Springville, Utah. However with the proposal t move rward the
realignment of the Tintic Line, which would eliminate this crossing, it was etermined that a
follow-up surveillance review was necessary and was conducted on January 27,2016.

Review Team:
Eric Cheng, UDOT; Brad Stapley, Springville; Jered Johnson, Span sh Fork Mailia Lautoo,
UTA; Lance Kippen, UPRR; Jim Marshall, MRC; and Travis Baile ,AEC M.

Background information:
The Nebo School District is building a new school at approximatel 700 So th 950 West in
Springville, UT. Springville City's transportation master plan identi res 950 est as a Minor
Collector, but 950 West is non-continuous at approximately 1350 S uth bee use of the railroad
corridor. There are several homes south of the proposed crossing th t will n ed access to the
new school; therefore, Springville City is requesting that this crossi g be op ned to complete
the connection of 950 West.

The railroad corridor is currently owned by the Utah Transit Autho ity (UT ), but Union
Pacific (UPRR) operates on and maintains the tracks and crossings nd wou d install any
require railroad equipment at this crossing. UTA has identified two crossin that will be
closed in exchange for opening the proposed crossing.

Operations' Telephone (801) 965-4000 •Facsimile (801) 965-4338 •ww .udot.utah. ov
Calvin Rampton Complex· 4501 South 2700 West· Mailing Address P.O. Box 141260' S It Lake Ci , Utah 84114-1260
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Specific Recommendations:

1. The crossing is to be equipped with crossbucks and sto
flashing LEDs meeting MUTCD requirements. These
separate post from the crossbucks and maintained by S

SIgnS ith solar powered
all be ounted on a
ringvill City.

2. The crossing shall be equipped with the minimum ped
shown on the Urban Pedestrian Grade Crossings Flo
in the UDOT Pedestrian Grade Crossing Manual.

3. Nebo School Districtl shall bus students living in the su divisio
south of the crossing to minimize the number of schoo childre
crossmg.

4. Additional street lighting shall be provided to better ill minate he crossing.

fety devices as
hich is included

immediately
using the

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please feel free to co tact me at 801-965-4284.

Sincerely,~"~'7--Eric Cheng, P. E.
Chief Railroad Engineer

Cc: Jered Johnson, Spanish Fork
Mailia Lautoo, UTA
Lance Kippen, UPRR
Jim Marshall, MRC
Travis Bailey, AECOM

Operations' Telephone (80 I) 965-4000 •Facsimile (801) 965·4338 •ww .udot.utah.g v
Calvin Rampton Complex' 4501 Soudl2i700 West : Mailing Address P.O. Box 141260' S It Lake Ci Utah 84114-1260
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NEW AT- GRADE CROSSING AGREEMENT 
 
   UTA Contract # TI/U/6045/G 

GPS (40.148280, -111.627186)  
Springville City, Utah 

 
 THIS NEW AT-GRADE CROSSING AGREEMENT (the “Agreement”) is made and 
entered into as of the _____ day of ______________, 2015 (to be dated after the final executing 

signature by UTA), by and between UTAH TRANSIT AUTHORITY, a public transit district 
organized pursuant to the laws of the State of Utah (hereinafter “UTA”), and Springville City 
Corporation, a Utah Corporation, with a principal address of 110 S. Main Street Springville, UT 
84663 (hereinafter “Licensee”). 
 

RECITALS 
 

 WHEREAS, UTA is the owner of the entirety of a certain railroad corridor known as the 
Tintic Industrial Lead (the “Tintic”) and UTA is the owner of a portion of a certain railroad 
corridor known as the Sharp Subdivision (the “Sharp”) (collectively the “Right of Way”) 
acquired by UTA for the development and expansion of its public transportation system; and 
 
 WHEREAS, certain unlicensed roadway crossings exist over the Right of Way, including 
an undocumented crossing at GPS (40.151492, -111.623058) on the Tintic, and also a crossing at 
approximate mile post 746.83 on the Sharp (collectively, the “Unlicensed Crossings”); and 
 

WHEREAS, in order to allow for a new at-grade crossing  located at GPS (40.148280, -
111.627186) on the Tintic, Licensee desires to close the Unlicensed Crossings; and  
 

WHEREAS, Licensee intends to make crossing improvements to create a new at-grade 
crossing located on the Right of Way at approximately 950 W 1350 S Springville City, Utah 
(GPS (40.148280, -111.627186)) which will consist of installing concrete panels, crossing arms, 
curb, gutter, sidewalk, and asphalt  (the “New Crossing”) located on and crossing the surface of 
the Tintic; and 
 

WHEREAS, Union Pacific Railroad (“UP”) operates and maintains a portion of this 
railroad corridor and Licensee must obtain permission from UP before any New Crossing are 
constructed; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Licensee desires a license for the construction, operation and maintenance 
of the New Crossing. 
 

AGREEMENT 
 

NOW THEREFORE, on the stated Recitals, which are incorporated herein by reference, 
and for and in consideration of the mutual covenants and agreements hereinafter set forth, the 
mutual benefits to the Parties to be derived herefrom, and for other valuable consideration, the 
receipt and sufficiency of which the Parties acknowledge, it is hereby agreed as follows: 
 

ARTICLE I 
INCORPORATED TERMS AND DEFINITIONS 

 
 For purposes of this Agreement, the following definitions shall apply: 
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1.1 “Construct” and “Construction” mean the initial installation of the New Crossing 

in or otherwise materially affecting the Right of Way, as well as any subsequent reconstruction, 
relocation, restoration or rehabilitation of the New Crossing in or otherwise materially affecting 
the Right of Way. 
 

1.2 “Emergency Access Manager” means the person or office responsible for 
controlling Construction and Maintenance access to the Right of Way.  The Emergency Access 
Manager as of the execution of this Agreement is at 1-888-UPRR-COP (888-877-7267).  UTA 
may change the designated Emergency Access Manager from time to time by delivery of notice 
in accordance with Article XVI of this Agreement. 
 

1.3 “Freight Operator” means any entity using the Right of Way, or any portion 
thereof, to provide common carrier freight operations. 
 

1.4 “Governmental Authority” means any federal, state, municipal, local or other 
division of government, or any agency thereof, having or asserting jurisdiction with respect to any 
matter related to this Agreement. 
 

1.5 “Hazardous Materials” mean any materials or substances: (i) which are present in 
quantities and in forms which require investigation, removal, cleanup, transportation, disposal, 
response or remedial action (as the terms “response” and “remedial action” are defined in Section 
101 of the Comprehensive Environmental Compensation and Liability Act of 1980, as amended, 
42 U.S.C. §9601 (23) and (24)) under any applicable federal, state or local environmental law, 
regulation, ordinance, rule or bylaw, as such are amended from time to time, whether existing as 
of the date hereof, previously enforced or subsequently amended (each hereafter an 
“Environmental Law”); or (ii) which are defined as “hazardous wastes,” “hazardous substances,” 
“pollutants” or “contaminants” under any Environmental Law. 
 

1.6 “Losses” mean any losses, damages, claims, demands, actions, causes of action, 
penalties, expenses, litigation costs, attorneys’ fees, expert witness fees, court costs, amounts paid 
in settlement, judgments, interest or other costs resulting from:  (i) loss of or damage to the 
property of any Party or Third Person; (ii) death or personal injury to the agents of any Party or to 
any Third Person; or (iii) the cleanup or other requirements regarding any incident involving 
Hazardous Materials. 
 

1.7 “Maintain” and “Maintenance” mean the performance of any repair, restoration, 
rehabilitation, refurbishment, retrofitting, inspection, monitoring, observation, testing, or similar 
work with respect to the New Crossing in or otherwise materially affecting the Right of Way. 

 
1.8 “Master Interlocal Agreement” means that certain Master Interlocal Agreement 

Regarding Fixed Guideway Systems Located Within Railroad Corridors, effective February 13, 
2004, entered by and among UTA and the various municipalities and counties within which 
UTA’s rights of way are situated. 

 
1.9 “New Crossing” means the installation of concrete panels, crossing arms, curb, 

gutter, sidewalk, and asphalt to be performed by Licensee pursuant to this Agreement and located 
on the surface of the Right of Way at GPS (40.148280, -111.627186) of the Tintic in Springville 
City, Utah.  The term “New Crossing” shall also apply to any and all rearrangements, 
modifications, reconstruction, relocations, removals and extensions or additions concerning the 
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New Crossing that are authorized and approved by UTA pursuant to this Agreement (unless they 
are the subject of a separate agreement that does not incorporate the terms hereof). 

 
 

1.10 “Party” and “Parties” mean UTA or Licensee, and UTA and Licensee, 
respectively. 
 

1.11 “Third Person” means any individual, corporation or legal entity other than UTA 
and Licensee. 
 

1.12 “Track Improvements” mean any and all tracks, rails, ties, switches, frogs, end of 
track barricades or bumpers and other barricades or bumpers, derail devices, tie plates, spikes, 
wires, fastenings and any other appurtenances related thereto, drainage structures, grading, 
ballast, subgrade stabilization, crossings, tunnels, bridges, trestles, culverts, structures, facilities, 
leads, spurs, turnouts, tails, sidings, signals, crossing protection devices, communications systems 
or facilities, catenary systems and wires, poles and all other operating and non-operating 
appurtenances located within the Right of Way. 
 

1.13 “Utility” and “Utilities” mean and include all properties, facilities, utilities, 
crossings, encroachments, lines and similar appurtenances located within the Right of Way by 
permissive or prescriptive authority including, but not limited to, pipelines, tubelines, water and 
gas lines or mains, electrical conduits, ditches and other drainage facilities, wires, fiber optics, 
communication lines, sewer pipes, overhead wiring and supporting structures and appurtenances, 
and all similar installations. 
 

1.14 “Work Window” means the time period designated by UTA during which 
Construction, Maintenance and any other work with respect to the New Crossing within the Right 
of Way is permissible.  UTA may, at any time and at UTA’s sole discretion, determine that the 
Work Window shall not be concurrent with any passenger or freight operations within the Right 
of Way. 
 

ARTICLE II 
GRANT OF LICENSE AND REAL ESTATE USAGE CHARGE 

 
2.1 UTA customarily assesses a standard administrative fee reflecting the clerical, 

administrative and handling expense incurred in connection with the processing of this 
Agreement.  The standard administrative fee has been waived consistent with the provisions of 
the Master Interlocal Agreement. 

 
2.2 In consideration of the covenants and agreements to be kept, observed and 

performed by Licensee hereunder, and subject to the conditions described in this Article II, UTA 
hereby grants Licensee a license to Construct and Maintain the New Crossing in the location 
shown and in conformity with the dimensions and specifications indicated on the attached print 
dated February 20, 2015, approval date March 9, 2015, and marked Exhibit “A” (Exhibit “A” is 
attached hereto and hereby incorporated into and made a part of this Agreement by reference).  

 
2.2.1 Licensee shall build the New Crossing to the specifications and 

requirements indicated on the attached print dated April 22, 2016, 
approval date April 25, 2016 and marked Exhibit “A-2” (Exhibit “A-2” 
is attached hereto and hereby incorporated into and made a part of this 
Agreement by reference). 



 Grade Crossing Improvement Agreement TI/U/6045/G Page 4 of 18 

  
2.2.2 The License granted hereby, and the continuation of the License, is 

expressly conditioned on the occurrence of the following, within no less 
than five (5) years from the date hereof: 
 
2.2.2.1 Licensee (or a third party, working with Licensee at Licensee’s 

discretion) shall acquire real property, at Licensee’s sole cost and 
expense, with a width of not less than 200 feet, to allow for a full 
rail connection between Tintic and Sharp, from the Tintic at or 
near approximately West 1600 South (East 4800 South) running 
southerly to the Sharp, north of Williams Lane, sufficient to 
allow UTA to construct, operate and maintain Commuter Rail 
service AND sufficient to allow Union Pacific to construct, 
operate and maintain freight rail service. 
 

2.2.2.2 Licensee and UTA will cooperate to facilitate Licensee’s 
acquisition of the real property, to be completed in full 
compliance with applicable Federal and Utah law, including but 
not limited to, the Utah Relocation Act and the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies 
Act of 1970, as amended, together with regulations promulgated 
thereunder.  
 

2.2.3 In the event the conditions described in paragraph 2.2.2 above have not 
been completed within such five-year period, Licensee shall, within 
eighteen (18) months and at Licensee’s sole cost and expense,  upgrade 
the New Crossing to the plans originally approved as Exhibit “A”.  

 
2.3 Licensee acknowledges the plans to close an undocumented crossing at GPS 

(40.151492, -111.623058) on the Tintic and also a crossing at mile post 746.83 on the Sharp, with 
the cost of both of such closures to be at Licensee’s sole cost and expense.  Closure of the 
crossings shall be final and permanent. 

 
2.4 Notwithstanding the grant of license herein, the New Crossing shall not be 

opened for vehicular use until the two crossings described in paragraph 2.3 above are closed as 
per the plans in Exhibit “A”.  

 
 
2.5 The License granted hereby is further conditioned on Licensee obtaining all 

necessary permission from, and fully complying with, all requirements of the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company. 
 
 

ARTICLE III 
ACCESS TO THE RIGHT OF WAY 

 
3.1 Except in the event of an emergency (as provided in Section 3.2 below), Licensee 

shall request permission from UTA at least ten days (or such shorter period as may be approved 
by UTA) prior to performing any Construction or Maintenance in or otherwise materially 
affecting the Right of Way.  Licensee’s request to access the Right of Way shall be specific as to 
the time, date and activities for which Licensee seeks permission.  The request shall also include a 
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summary of the method and manner in which the Construction or Maintenance will be performed.  
As part of the application process, UTA may require Licensee (and its contractors or other agents 
seeking access to the Right of Way) to attend any track access coordination meetings, safety 
training or other instruction as may be deemed necessary by UTA.  Once granted, UTA’s 
permission to enter the Right of Way shall be formalized in writing and delivered to Licensee.  
After permission has been granted, Licensee shall comply with all conditions, instructions and 
requirements of such permit and with all instructions or directions given by UTA including, if 
required, daily telephone notification to the applicable rail dispatch center prior to each entry into 
the Right of Way. All contact with UTA shall be coordinated through the person designated by 
UTA from time to time as set forth in Article XVI of this Agreement.  Provided that Licensee 
complies with the provisions of this Section, UTA agrees not to unreasonably withhold, 
condition, or delay its approval of Licensee’s request.     

 
3.2 Licensee shall have the right to enter the Right of Way in the event of an 

emergency to make repairs necessary to protect against imminent and serious injury or damage to 
persons or property.  Licensee shall take all precautions necessary to ensure that such emergency 
entry does not compromise the safety of any operations conducted in the Right of Way by UTA 
or Freight Operator.  Licensee must notify the Emergency Access Manager of the emergency 
access and the work being performed prior to entering the Right of Way. 
 

ARTICLE IV 
CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF THE NEW CROSSING 

 
4.1 All Construction and Maintenance with respect to the New Crossing shall be 

performed to the satisfaction of UTA and in accordance with the conceptual, engineering and/or 
design plans (“Design Plans”) previously approved by UTA and attached hereto as Exhibit “A.”  
All Construction and Maintenance with respect to the New Crossing shall be performed in a 
workmanlike manner, in compliance with all applicable industry standards and in compliance 
with the requirements of any applicable Governmental Authority. UTA may impose requirements 
in addition to or more stringent than industry or legal standards if UTA deems such requirements 
necessary for the safety of operations conducted in the Right of Way. UTA may also require 
additional fabrication methods, staging requirements or other precautions.  All Construction and 
Maintenance with respect to the New Crossing shall be performed during the designated Work 
Window.  UTA shall have the right, but not the obligation, to observe any and all work performed 
in or otherwise materially affecting the Right of Way in connection with the New Crossing to 
ensure that such work is performed in accordance with the requirements set forth in this 
Agreement.  In its Construction or Maintenance of the New Crossing, Licensee shall not make 
any material deviation from the Design Plans without UTA’s prior written approval.  Licensee 
shall submit to UTA plans setting out the method and manner of handling all work to be 
performed under the Track Improvements including, without limitation, the shoring and cribbing, 
if any, required to protect the operations of UTA, the Freight Operator or the owner of any 
adjacent tracks.  Licensee shall not proceed with any such work until Licensee’s proposed 
methods have been approved by UTA.  

 
4.2 Various Utilities exist on, over and under the surface of the Right of Way.  Prior 

to commencing any Construction or Maintenance with respect to the New Crossing, Licensee 
shall properly investigate and determine the location of all such Utilities.  In addition to the 
required investigation, Licensee shall have all Utilities in the area of the New Crossing “blue-
staked” and clearly marked prior to any excavation.  Licensee shall make arrangements for the 
protection of all Utilities and shall commence no excavation, boring or other penetration in the 
Right of Way until all such protection has been accomplished. 
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4.3 Fiber optic cable systems may be buried in the Right of Way.  Protection of the 

fiber optic cable systems is of extreme importance since any break could disrupt service to users 
resulting in business interruption and loss of revenue and profits. Licensee shall telephone 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY during normal business hours (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 
p.m. Central Time, Monday through Friday, except holidays) at 1-800-336-9193 (also a 24-hour, 
7-day number for emergency calls) to determine if fiber optic cable is buried near the location of 
the New Crossing.  If so, Licensee will telephone the telecommunications company(ies) involved, 
make arrangements for a cable locator and, if applicable, make arrangements for relocation or 
other protection of the fiber optic cable. Licensee shall not commence any work until all such 
protection and/or relocation (if applicable) have been accomplished.  In addition to other 
indemnity provisions in this Agreement, Licensee shall indemnify, defend and hold the UTA 
Indemnitees (as defined in Section 8.1 of this Agreement) harmless from and against all Losses 
arising out of any act or omission of Licensee, its contractors, agents and/or employees, that 
causes or contributes to:  (a) any damage to or destruction of any telecommunications system in 
the Right of Way; and/or (b) any injury to or death of any person employed by or on behalf of any 
telecommunications company, and/or its contractors, agents and/or employees in the Right of 
Way. Licensee shall not have or seek recourse against UTA for any claim or cause of action for 
alleged loss of profits or revenue or loss of service or other consequential damage to a 
telecommunication company using UTA's property or a customer or user of services of the fiber 
optic cable on UTA's property. 
 

4.4 Licensee shall be solely responsible for obtaining any property rights, easements, 
rights of way or other permission from Third Persons (collectively “Third Person Property 
Rights”) as may be necessary to Construct or Maintain the New Crossing including, without 
limitation, any needed permission from the owner of any adjacent railroad corridor.  Licensee 
shall also be solely responsible for obtaining any necessary franchises, permits or other necessary 
approvals from Governmental Authorities (collectively “Approvals”).  Licensee agrees to pay any 
and all costs and expenses that may be asserted against UTA relating to such Third Person 
Property Rights or Approvals, and to assume any and all liability therefore. 
 

4.5 Except as authorized in this Agreement or as may be immediately required for 
(and only at the actual time of) performance of any Construction or Maintenance contemplated 
under this Agreement, and then only in full compliance with all clearance standards and other 
safety requirements, Licensee shall not place, permit to be placed, erect, pile, store, stack, park, 
suffer or permit any line, building, platform, fence, gate, vehicle, car, pole, or other structure, 
obstruction, or material of any kind within the Right of Way.  
 

4.6 Licensee shall Construct and Maintain the New Crossing in compliance with all 
requirements imposed by any Governmental Authority including, without limitation, the 
requirements of the Federal Railroad Administration, the Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration and the Utah Department of Transportation. Licensee shall also Construct and 
Maintain the New Crossing in compliance with all applicable environmental laws.  Licensee shall 
take all suitable precautions to prevent any interference with the operation of the Track 
Improvements or any other UTA or Third Person installations or facilities.  If the New Crossing 
for any reason causes interference with the operation of Track Improvements or any other UTA 
or Third Person installations or facilities, Licensee shall, upon notification by UTA and at 
Licensee’s sole cost and expense, take such action as may be necessary to eliminate the 
interference including, without limitation, the removal of the New Crossing. 
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4.7 If, in connection with the performance of any Construction or Maintenance work, 
Licensee or its Contractor damages any Track Improvements, Utilities, or any other facilities, 
Licensee shall repair or replace such facilities with the same or similar materials, if available, as 
reasonably required by the UTA, consistent with applicable Federal and State laws and 
regulations and to the satisfaction of the UTA. 
 

4.8 Upon completion of any Construction or Maintenance relating to the New 
Crossing, Licensee shall restore the surface of the Right of Way to its prior condition including, 
but not limited to, replacing any soil that was removed and thoroughly compacting it level with 
the adjacent surface of the ground and restoring any fences or other property that Licensee 
disturbed or removed from the Right of Way. 
 

4.9 If a contractor is to perform any Construction or Maintenance contemplated in 
this Agreement, then the Licensee shall cause its contractor to comply with all applicable 
provisions of this Agreement.  Additionally, Licensee shall require its contractor to execute 
UTA’s form Contractor’s Right of Entry Agreement (the “Contractor Agreement”).    Any and all 
contractors used by Licensee in the Construction or Maintenance of the New Crossing are subject 
to the approval of UTA, which approval shall not be unreasonably withheld, conditioned or 
delayed. 

 
4.10 If Licensee fails to notify UTA a minimum of 10 days before the initial 

installation of the New Crossing or if Licensee’s Contractor fails to obtain a Contractor 
Agreement, Licensee agrees to pay UTA an additional $3,000 as a fee for the initial inspection of 
the New Crossing, together with any other additional fees incurred by UTA to verify that the New 
Crossing was installed as per the approved plans. If the New Crossing was not installed in the 
approved location, and with the approved materials, as described in the approved plans, Licensee 
agrees to remove the New Crossing and reinstall it according to the approved plans at Licensee’s 
sole cost and expense. 
 

ARTICLE V 
CONSTRUCTION OBSERVATION BY UTA – LICENSEE TO BEAR ALL COSTS 

 
 In the event that UTA, in its sole discretion, determines that any inspectors (technical or 
special), monitors, observers, safety personnel, flaggers or other persons are required given the 
nature of the Construction or Maintenance to be performed, UTA may, at its sole discretion, 
provide such personnel and Licensee shall, within 30 days, reimburse UTA for the reasonable 
costs thereby incurred. 
 

ARTICLE VI 
LICENSEE TO BEAR ALL COSTS RELATED TO NEW CROSSING 

 
Licensee shall be solely responsible for any and all costs incurred with respect to any 

Construction, Maintenance or other work related to the New Crossing.  Such costs shall include, 
without limitation, the cost of any modifications to UTA’s Track Improvements and other 
facilities that may be necessary to accommodate or facilitate the New Crossing. 

 
ARTICLE VII 

SUBORDINATION OF RIGHTS GRANTED - RELOCATION OF NEW CROSSING 
 

7.1 The rights granted pursuant to this Agreement shall be subject and subordinate to 
the prior and continuing right and obligation of UTA to fully use the Right of Way, including the 
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right and power of UTA to construct, maintain, repair, renew, use, operate, modify, or relocate 
new or existing Track Improvements upon, along, above, or across any or all parts of the Right of 
Way and other UTA property, all or any of which may be freely done at any time or times by 
UTA without liability to Licensee for compensation or damages.   The grant of license for the 
New Crossing is made without covenants of title or quiet enjoyment.  UTA makes no warranties, 
either express or implied, regarding the nature, extent or status of its title to the Right of Way or 
regarding the existence or nonexistence of Third Person rights which may be superior to the 
license granted pursuant to this Agreement. 
 

7.2 Licensee shall, at its sole cost and expense and within 30 days after receipt of 
written notice from UTA, modify the New Crossing, relocate all or any portion of the New 
Crossing to such new location in the Right of Way as UTA may designate, or (if neither 
modification nor relocation is practicable) remove the New Crossing entirely from the Right of 
Way whenever, in furtherance of its needs and requirements, UTA shall find such action 
necessary or desirable.  All the terms, conditions and stipulations herein expressed with reference 
to the New Crossing on UTA’s property in the location described herein shall, so far as the New 
Crossing remains on UTA property, apply to the New Crossing as modified or relocated pursuant 
to this Section.  Licensee shall not be entitled to any damages or other compensation as the result 
of UTA’s exercise of its rights under this paragraph.  UTA agrees to exercise its rights under this 
Section in good faith. 
 

7.3 The foregoing grant is also subject to the outstanding superior rights previously 
conveyed or granted to Third Parties by UTA, or its predecessors in interest, and the right of UTA 
to renew and extend the same.   
 

ARTICLE VIII 
INDEMNITY AND RELEASE 

 
8.1 As additional consideration for this Agreement, Licensee agrees to protect, 

defend, release, indemnify and hold harmless UTA, and any affiliates, successors, contractors, 
officers, directors, agents and employees of UTA (the “UTA Indemnitees”) from and against any 
and all Losses proximately caused by:  (a) the prosecution of any work contemplated by this 
Agreement by Licensee, or any employees, principals, contractors or agents of Licensee, 
including, without limitation, the Construction or Maintenance of the New Crossing, or any 
portion thereof; (b) the presence, operation or use of the New Crossing or any portion thereof; or 
(c) Licensee’s breach of any provision of this Agreement. 
 

8.2 Licensee acknowledges that the Right of Way may be subject to prospective 
purchaser agreements and covenants not to sue that UTA has entered with the Utah Department 
of Environmental Quality and the United States Environmental Protection Agency.  Pursuant to 
such agreements, UTA is required to characterize any excavated soil that appears to contain (or 
has the potential to contain) Hazardous Materials and to handle and dispose of any such soil in 
compliance with applicable state and federal laws.  Under these agreements, UTA is not required 
to excavate any soil except as required for its rail construction activities within its Right of Way.  
Accordingly, any excavation contemplated in this Agreement exposes UTA to potential 
environmental liability that would not otherwise be present.  As consideration for the rights 
granted to Licensee hereunder, Licensee agrees to assume all potential liability and responsibility 
for, and to indemnify and hold UTA harmless with respect to, any Losses related to the 
characterization and removal of any Hazardous Materials discovered during the performance of 
any Construction or Maintenance.  Licensee agrees to perform any such characterization and 
removal in full compliance with all applicable state and federal environmental laws.   
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8.3 Licensee hereby releases UTA from, and agrees not to seek recourse against 

UTA with respect to, any claims, damages, fees, expenses or other losses proximately caused by 
Third Persons including, without limitation, Third Persons having licenses or other interests in the 
Right of Way. 
 

8.4 The provisions of this Article shall survive the termination of this Agreement. 
 

ARTICLE IX 
CLAIMS AND LIENS FOR LABOR AND MATERIALS; TAXES 

 
9.1 Licensee shall fully pay for all materials joined or affixed to the Right of Way in 

connection with the New Crossing, and for all labor performed with respect to the New Crossing.  
Licensee shall not permit or suffer any mechanic’s or materialman’s lien of any kind or nature to 
be enforced against the property for any work done or materials furnished thereon at the instance 
or request or on behalf of Licensee. 
 

9.2 Licensee shall promptly pay or discharge all taxes, charges and assessments 
assessed or levied upon, in respect to, or on account of the New Crossing to prevent the same 
from becoming a charge or lien upon the Right of Way and so that any taxes, charges and 
assessments levied upon or with respect to such property shall not be increased because of the 
New Crossing, appliances, or fixtures connected therewith.  
 

ARTICLE X 
TERMINATION 

 
10.1 UTA may terminate this Agreement if:  (a) Licensee ceases to use the New 

Crossing in an active and substantial way for any continuous period of 1 year; (b) Licensee 
continues in default with respect to any provision of this Agreement for a period of 30 days after 
UTA delivers written notice to Licensee identifying the nature of Licensee’s breach of this 
Agreement; provided, however that if the nature of Licensee’s breach is such that it cannot be 
cured within such 30-day period, Licensee shall not be deemed in default if Licensee commences 
to cure the breach within 30 days and thereafter diligently continues to remedy the breach; or (c) 
Licensee removes the New Crossing from the Right of Way. 
 

10.2 In addition to the provisions of Section 10.1, either Party may terminate this 
Agreement upon delivery of 360 days written notice to the other Party, with or without cause. 
 

10.3 Termination of this Agreement for any reason shall not affect any of the rights, 
obligations or liabilities that have accrued prior to or concurrent with such termination. 
 

ARTICLE XI 
INSURANCE 

 
11.1 During the life of this Agreement, Licensee shall, at its sole cost and expense, 

obtain and maintain the insurance described in Exhibit “B” (Exhibit “B” is attached hereto and 
hereby incorporated into and made a part of this Agreement by reference).  Licensee will also 
provide to UTA a Certificate of Insurance, identifying UTA Contract Number TI/U/6045/G 
issued by its insurance carrier confirming the existence of such insurance and indicating that the 
policy or policies contain the following endorsement: 
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“Utah Transit Authority is named as an additional insured with respect to all 
liabilities arising out of the existence, use or any work performed on or 
associated with an at-grade rail crossing  located on railroad right of way at GPS 
(40.148280, -111.627186) at or near Springville City, Utah County, Utah” 

  
11.2 Failure to maintain insurance as required shall entitle, but not require UTA to 

terminate this License immediately. 
 

11.3 If Licensee is a public entity subject to any applicable statutory governmental 
immunity laws, the limits of insurance described in Exhibit “B” shall be the limits the Licensee 
then has in effect or that are required by applicable current or subsequent law, whichever is 
greater, a portion of which may be self-insured with the consent and approval of UTA. Licensee 
does not waive any of its rights of entitlements to governmental immunity and limitations on 
liability to Third Persons under the Utah Governmental Immunity Act. 

 
11.4 Licensee hereby acknowledges that it has reviewed the requirements of Exhibit 

“B”, including without limitation the requirement for Railroad Protective Liability Insurance 
during construction, maintenance, installation, repair or removal of the New Crossing which is 
the subject of this Agreement.  

 
ARTICLE XII 

REMOVAL OF NEW CROSSING UPON TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT 
 

 Upon termination of this Agreement howsoever, Licensee shall, at Licensee’s sole cost 
and expense, remove the New Crossing from the Right of Way and shall restore, to the 
satisfaction of UTA, such portions of the Right of Way to at least as good a condition as such 
were in at the time that Licensee first entered the Right of Way.  If Licensee fails to do the 
foregoing within a reasonable time, UTA may, at its option, perform such removal and restoration 
work at the expense of Licensee.  Licensee shall reimburse UTA for the costs incurred in any 
restoration or removal work performed under this Article within 30 days after receipt of the bill 
therefore.  In the event UTA removes the New Crossing pursuant to this Article, UTA shall in no 
manner be liable to the Licensee for any damage sustained by Licensee for or on account thereof, 
and such removal and restoration shall in no manner prejudice or impair any other right of action, 
including the recovery of damages, that UTA may have against the Licensee. The provisions of 
this Article shall survive the termination of this Agreement. 
 

ARTICLE XIII 
ASSIGNMENT 

 
 Licensee may not assign this Agreement, in whole or in part, or any rights herein granted, 
without UTA’s written consent, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld, conditioned, 
or delayed.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, Licensee may assign this Agreement and its rights 
hereunder as part of a sale to any entity that:  (a) is a corporate parent to Licensee; (b) is merged 
or consolidated with Licensee; or (c) that purchases substantially all of the assets or capital stock 
of Licensee provided, however, that in any of the above instances such entity seeking an 
assignment under this Article must, as a condition to such assignment, assume all terms and 
conditions of this Agreement without limitation. 
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ARTICLE XIV 
SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS 

 
 Subject to the provisions of Article XIII, this Agreement shall be binding upon and inure 
to the benefit of the Parties hereto, their heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns. 
 

ARTICLE XV 
SEVERABILITY 

 
 This Agreement is executed by the Parties under current interpretation of any and all 
applicable federal, state, county, municipal, or other local statutes, ordinances, or laws.  
Furthermore, each and every separate division hereof shall have independent and severable status 
from each other division, or combination thereof, for the determination of legality, so that if any 
separate division herein is determined to be unconstitutional, illegal, violative of trade or 
commerce, in contravention of public policy, void, invalid or unenforceable for any reason, that 
separate division shall be treated as a nullity but such holding or determination shall have no 
effect upon the validity or enforceability of each and every other division, or other combination 
thereof. 
 

ARTICLE XVI 
NOTICES 

 
 Except as specifically provided elsewhere in this Agreement, all notices, requests, demands 
and other communications hereunder shall be in writing and shall be deemed given if personally 
delivered or mailed, certified mail, return receipt requested, or sent by overnight carrier to the 
addresses set forth herein.  Addresses for notice may be changed by giving ten (10) days written 
notice of the change in the manner set forth herein. 
 
  
 
 
If to UTA: 
 
Utah Transit Authority 
Attn: Property Management 
669 West 200 South 
Salt Lake City, UT 84101 
 

With a Copy to: 
 
Utah Transit Authority 
Attn: General Counsel 
P.O. Box 30810 
Salt Lake City, UT 84130-0810 

 
If to Licensee: 
 
Springville City Corp. 
Attn: City Manager 
110 S Main Street 
Springville City, UT 84663 
 

ARTICLE XVII 
NO IMPLIED WAIVER 

 
 The waiver by UTA of the breach by Licensee of any condition, covenant or agreement 
herein contained shall not impair any future ability of UTA to avail itself of any remedy or right set 
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forth in this Agreement.  Neither the right of supervision by UTA, nor the exercise or failure to 
exercise such right, nor the approval or failure to disapprove, nor the election by UTA to repair or 
reconstruct all or any part of the work contemplated by this Agreement shall be deemed a waiver of 
any of the obligations of Licensee contained or set forth in this Agreement. 
 

ARTICLE XVIII 
ENTIRE AGREEMENT - COUNTERPARTS 

 
 This Agreement shall constitute the entire agreement and understanding of the Parties with 
respect to the subject matter hereof, and shall supersede all offers, negotiations and other agreements 
with respect thereto.  Any amendment to this Agreement must be in writing and executed by the 
authorized representatives of each Party. This Agreement may be executed in any number of 
counterparts and by each of the Parties hereto on separate counterparts, each of which when so 
executed and delivered shall be an original, but all such counterparts shall together constitute but 
one and the same instrument.  Any signature page of this Agreement may be detached from any 
counterpart and reattached to any other counterpart hereof.  The facsimile transmission of a 
signed original of this Agreement or any counterpart hereof and the retransmission of any signed 
facsimile transmission hereof shall be the same as delivery of an original. 
 

ARTICLE XIX 
FORUM SELECTION AND CHOICE OF LAW 

             
           This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted under the laws of the State of Utah and 
the parties agree that any action or proceeding brought concerning this Agreement may be 
brought only in the courts of Salt Lake County, Utah, and each party hereto hereby consents to 
the jurisdiction of such courts.  
 
 

ARTICLE XX 
SPECIAL PROVISIONS 

             
            Special provisions, if any, are included in the attached Exhibit “C” (Exhibit “C” is attached 
hereto and hereby incorporated into and made a part of this Agreement by reference). 
 

 
 
 

The remainder of the page intentionally left blank.  
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed in 
duplicate as of the date first herein written. 
 
 
 
Reviewed and Approved as to Form for UTA 
 
 
___________________________ 
UTA Engineering 
 
 
___________________________ 
UTA Legal 

UTAH TRANSIT AUTHORITY 
 
 
By:  _______________________________ 
         Paul Edwards  
         Senior Program Manager 
 
 
By: _______________________________ 
         Mailia Lauto’o 
         Manager, Property Administration 
 
 
 

LICENSEE 
Springville City Corporation 
 
By: _______________________________ 
        Jeff Anderson 
        City Engineer 
 

ATTEST: 
 
By: _______________________________ 
 
        ______________________________ 
        City Recorder 
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EXHIBIT “A” 
ORIGINALLY APPROVED DESIGN PLANS 

 
[Insert engineering drawings showing the proposed crossing including proposed construction 
methods, shoring and cribbing requirements and milepost location] 
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EXHIBIT “A-2” 
ALTERNATIVE DESIGN PLANS 

 
[Insert engineering drawings showing the proposed crossing including proposed construction 
methods, shoring and cribbing requirements and milepost location] 
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EXHIBIT “B” 
INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS 

 
Licensee shall, at its sole cost and expense, procure and maintain during the life of this 
Agreement the following insurance coverage: 
 

A. Commercial General Liability Insurance: Policy providing coverage for death, 
personal injury and property damage with a combined single limit of at least $2,000,000 
each occurrence or claim and an aggregate limit of at least $4,000,000. The policy shall 
contain broad form contractual liability insurance covering the indemnity obligations 
assumed by Licensee in the Agreement. Exclusions for railroads (except where the New 
Crossing is in all places more than 50 feet from any railroad tracks, bridges, trestles, 
roadbeds, terminals, underpasses or crossings), and explosion, collapse and underground 
hazard shall be removed.  Coverage provided on a “claims made” form shall provide for 
at least a two-year extended reporting and discovery period if (a) the coverage changes 
from a claims made form to an occurrence form, (b) there is a lapse/cancellation of 
coverage, or (c) the succeeding claims made policy retroactive date is different for the 
expiring policy.   
 

a. The policy must also contain the following endorsement, WHICH MUST BE 
STATED ON THE CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE: “Contractual Liability 
Railroads” ISO from CG 24 17 10 01 (or a substitute form providing equivalent 
coverage) showing “Utah Transit Authority Property” as the Designated Job Site. 

 
B. Automobile Liability Insurance: Policy providing bodily injury, property damage and 

uninsured vehicles coverage with a combined single limit of at least $2,000,000 each 
occurrence or claim.  This insurance shall cover all motor vehicles including hired and 
non-owned, and mobile equipment if excluded from coverage under the commercial 
general liability insurance. 
 

C. Worker’s Compensation and Employer’s Liability Insurance: Policy covering 
Licensee’s statutory liability under the laws of the State of Utah.  If Licensee is self-
insured, evidence of State approval must be provided. 
 

D. Railroad Protective Liability Insurance: During Construction and Maintenance within 
50 feet of an active railroad track, including but not limited to installation, repair or 
removal of facilities, equipment, services or materials, the Licensee and/or Licensee’s 
Contractor must maintain “Railroad Protective Liability” insurance on behalf of UTA 
only as named insured, with a limit of not less than $2,000,000 per occurrence and an 
aggregate of $6,000,000.  
 

a. If the Licensee and/or Licensee’s Contractor is not enrolling for this coverage 
under UTA’s blanket RRPLI program, the policy provided must have the 
definition of “JOB LOCATION” AND “WORK” on the declaration page of the 
policy shall refer to this Agreement and shall describe all WORK or 
OPERATIONS performed under this agreement. 

 
E. Umbrella or Excess Insurance: If Licensee utilizes umbrella or excess policies, and 

these policies must “follow form” and afford no less coverage than the primary policy. 
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F. Other Insurance Provisions: 
 

a. Licensee and their insurers shall endorse the required insurance policy(ies) to 
waive their right of subrogation against UTA.  Licensee’s insurance shall be 
primary with respect to any insurance carried by UTA. Licensee will furnish 
UTA at least 30 days advance written notice of any cancellation or non-renewal 
of any required coverage that is not replaced.  

 
b. The required insurance policy(ies) shall be written by a reputable insurance 

company with a current AM Best’s Insurance Guide Rate of A better, or as may 
otherwise be acceptable to UTA.  Such insurance company shall be authorized to 
transact business in the State of Utah. 

 

c. The fact that insurance is obtained by Licensee shall not be deemed to release or 
diminish the liability of Licensee including, without limitation, liability under the 
indemnity provisions of this Agreement.  Damages recoverable by UTA shall not 
be limited by the amount of the required insurance coverage.  

 
SUBMITTING REQUESTS FOR  

RAILROAD PROTECTIVE LIABILITY INSURANCE 
($2,000,000 per occurance/ $6,000,000 aggregate) 

 
Application forms for inclusion in Utah Transit Authority’s Blanket Railroad Protective Liability 
Insurance Policy may be obtained from a Property Administrator. 
 
If you have questions regarding railroad protective insurance (i.e. premium quotes, application) 
please contact David Pitcher at: 
 
 Phone: (801) 287-2371 
 Email: dcpitcher@rideuta.com 
 
Send Checks and Applications to the following address: 
  
 Utah Transit Authority 
 Attn: David Pitcher 
 3600 South 700 West 
 P.O. Box 30810 
 Salt Lake City, UT 84130-0810    
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 EXHIBIT “C” 
SPECIAL PROVISIONS 

 
1. Licensee or Licensee’s contractor must contact Union Pacific Railroad to gain access to UTA 

property.  The contact person for Union Pacific Railroad is Lance Kippen 303-405-5039. 
a. Union Pacific coordination is required; flagging and/or special inspection 

requirements invoiced and/or required by Union Pacific will be the responsibility of 
the Licensee to satisfy. 
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950 W 1350 S RAILROAD CROSSING, #968062Y
TINTIC INDUSTRIAL LEAD CROSSING CLOSURE VICINITY MAP

D. EYRE

M. COLLIER

C. NELSON

B. MILLER

AS SHOWN

FEBRUARY 20, 2015
G002

2 14

14235F

SPRINGVILLE UTAH

CLOSE UNDOCUMENTED CROSSING
MP 1.58 TINTIC INDUSTRIAL LEAD
USE 20' LENGTH JERSEY BARRIER (ON EACH SIDE
OF TRACK) & BURY ENDS OF BARRIER PER DETAIL
C/CP502 . REMOVE EXTRA DIRT ON BOTH SIDES OF
APPROACH TO TOP OF TIE. DO NOT REMOVE
BALLAST FROM SITE. PROTECT IN PLACE EXISTING
RAILROAD TRACK, BALLAST, AND OTHER MATERIAL.
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TINTIC IND. LEAD

950 WEST

1350 SOUTH

2

1

3 3 4
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PROPERTY OWNERSHIP
# PARCEL OWNER MAILING ADDRESS ACREAGE

26:040:0052 S B SMOOT CONSTRUCTION INC. PO BOX 869 OREM, UT 84059 17.30

26:043:0046 CRANDALL FARMS INC. 1034 S MAIN ST SPRINGVILLE, UT
84663 0.23

26:042:0052 NUSINK, LAYNE MINER 5992 S 3200 W SPANISH FORK, UT
84660 8.54

26:042:0038 WILSON, ARNOLD & JOYCE H 415 E MAPLE ST MAPLETON, UT
84664 8.92

26:043:0044 BOARD OF EDUCATION OF NEBO
SCHOOL DISTRICT

350 S MAIN ST SPANISH FORK, UT
84660 25.00

26:043:0042 WILSON, LLOYD E & DEBORAH J 576 E 700 S SPRINGVILLE, UT 84663 1.95
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6

DISCLAIMER:
THIS DRAWING IS PRELIMINARY AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE DEPENDENT UPON SITE SURVEY,
FINAL DESIGN, UTILITY COORDINATION, AND RAILROAD APPROVAL.

IF PROPERTY LINES ARE SHOWN ON THESE DRAWINGS THEY ARE BASED ON RECORDED
INFORMATION. THE LOCATION SHOWN AND THE RELATIONSHIP WITH EXISTING AND
PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS ARE ONLY APPROXIMATE. NO ATTEMPT TO ANALYZE DEEDS,
LOCATE EVIDENCES, DETERMINE EXACT LOCATION OF THE PROPERTY LINE WAS MADE. THIS
DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A BOUNDARY SURVEY AND NO CLAIMS TO THE CORRECT LOCATION
OF THE PROPERTY LINES ARE MADE BY SHOWING THE LINEWORK ON THESE DRAWINGS.
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950 W 1350 S RAILROAD CROSSING, # 968062Y
SHARP SUBDIVISION CROSSING CLOSURE VICINITY MAP

D. EYRE

M. COLLIER

C. NELSON

B. MILLER

AS SHOWN

FEBRUARY 20, 2015
G003
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14235F

SPRINGVILLE UTAH

900 SOUTH

SHARP SUBDIVISION

RENAISSANCE WAY

1

2

PROPERTY OWNERSHIP
# PARCEL OWNER MAILING ADDRESS ACREAGE

55:491:0020 SALISBURY INVESTMENTS LLC 494 W 1300 N SPRINGVILLE, UT
84663 0.39

55:491:0019 ORTIZ, VICTOR MANUEL & NORA 1121 S 1510 W SPRINGVILLE, UT
84663 0.31

26:047:0014 SUMSION, ELVIN GENE & THOMAS CRAIG 4477 S 940 E SPRINGVILLE, UT
84663 2.06

43:217:0002 THE MEADOWS @ JESSIE'S BROOK LLC 11650 S STATE ST # 300 DRAPER,
UT 84020 1.62

43:217:0002 THE MEADOWS @ JESSIE'S BROOK LLC 11650 S STATE ST # 300 DRAPER,
UT 84020 11.06

65:088:0027 INSIXIENGMAY, SANGVANE 1510 W 1200 S SPRINGVILLE, UT
84663 0.12

65:088:0026 GARRARD, STEVEN T & JUDY 1512 W 1200 S SPRINGVILLE, UT
84663 0.15
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7 CLOSE UNDOCUMENTED CROSSING
MP 1.58 TINTIC INDUSTRIAL LEAD
USE 20' LENGTH JERSEY BARRIER (ON EACH
SIDE OF TRACK) & BURY ENDS OF BARRIER
PER DETAIL C/CP502 . REMOVE EXTRA DIRT
ON BOTH SIDES OF APPROACH TO TOP OF
TIE. DO NOT REMOVE BALLAST FROM SITE.
PROTECT IN PLACE EXISTING RAILROAD
TRACK, BALLAST, AND OTHER MATERIAL.
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DISCLAIMER:
THIS DRAWING IS PRELIMINARY AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE DEPENDENT UPON SITE SURVEY,
FINAL DESIGN, UTILITY COORDINATION, AND RAILROAD APPROVAL.

IF PROPERTY LINES ARE SHOWN ON THESE DRAWINGS THEY ARE BASED ON RECORDED
INFORMATION. THE LOCATION SHOWN AND THE RELATIONSHIP WITH EXISTING AND
PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS ARE ONLY APPROXIMATE. NO ATTEMPT TO ANALYZE DEEDS,
LOCATE EVIDENCES, DETERMINE EXACT LOCATION OF THE PROPERTY LINE WAS MADE. THIS
DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A BOUNDARY SURVEY AND NO CLAIMS TO THE CORRECT LOCATION
OF THE PROPERTY LINES ARE MADE BY SHOWING THE LINEWORK ON THESE DRAWINGS.
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950 W 1350 S RAILROAD CROSSING, # 968062Y
DEMOLITION/REMOVAL PLAN

D. EYRE

M. COLLIER

C. NELSON

B. MILLER

AS SHOWN

FEBRUARY 20, 2015
CD101

4 14

14235F

SPRINGVILLE UTAH

0 10' 20'

950 WEST

KEY NOTES
ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY

ROADWAY EXCAVATION AND DISPOSAL (FOR
PAVEMENT SECTION 26 INCHES THICK, NO ASPHALT
PLAN QUANTITY)

SY 375

SAWCUT & REMOVE CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER LF 100

REMOVE CONCRETE SIDEWALK (SAWCUT AT
NEAREST JOINT AND REMOVE SY 60

REMOVE EXISTING CHAIN LINK FENCE/GATE/FENCE
SIGNS LF 75

REMOVE EXISTING ASPHALT SY 200

REMOVE BOLLARD/BARRICADE POSTS & CHAINS LS 1

EXCAVATION (INCIDENTAL TO CONCRETE/
LANDSCAPE WORK, NO ADDITIONAL PAY)
THICKNESS VARIES

SY 318
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SAWCUT EXISTING PAVEMENT
SAWCUT EXISTING PAVEMENT
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EXISTING EDGE OF
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EXISTING ELECTRICAL TRANSFORMER

EXISTING FIBER & COMMUNICATIONS BOXES

6

DISCLAIMER:
THIS DRAWING IS PRELIMINARY AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE DEPENDENT UPON SITE SURVEY,
FINAL DESIGN, UTILITY COORDINATION, AND RAILROAD APPROVAL.

IF PROPERTY LINES ARE SHOWN ON THESE DRAWINGS THEY ARE BASED ON RECORDED
INFORMATION. THE LOCATION SHOWN AND THE RELATIONSHIP WITH EXISTING AND
PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS ARE ONLY APPROXIMATE. NO ATTEMPT TO ANALYZE DEEDS,
LOCATE EVIDENCES, DETERMINE EXACT LOCATION OF THE PROPERTY LINE WAS MADE. THIS
DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A BOUNDARY SURVEY AND NO CLAIMS TO THE CORRECT LOCATION
OF THE PROPERTY LINES ARE MADE BY SHOWING THE LINEWORK ON THESE DRAWINGS.
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15

1 5

95% PLANS

NOTES:
1. CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING UPRR PRIOR TO COMMENCING WORK.  ANY WORK WITHIN 25' OF
THE TRACK CENTERLINE WILL NEED TO BE DONE WITH A FLAGGER  ON SITE. CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO
ARRANGE AND PAY FOR THE FLAGGER.
2. CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO OBTAIN RAILROAD PROTECTIVE LIABILITY INSURANCE AND ANY OTHER
INSURANCE REQUIRED BY UPRR OR UTA PRIOR TO COMMENCING WORK.
3. CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING UTA PRIOR TO COMMENCING WORK.  ANY WORKER WITHIN THE
UTA RIGHT OF WAY NEEDS TO TAKE THE ROADWAY WORKER PROTECTION TRAINING CLASS OFFERED BY UTA.
4. CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO PROTECT ALL EXISTING UTILITIES IN PLACE EXCEPT WHERE MODIFICATIONS
ARE IDENTIFIED. IF A UTILITY CONFLICT IS ENCOUNTERED, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE CITY AND WORK
WITH THE CITY TO RESOLVE.
5. CONTRACTOR SHALL TAKE OWNERSHIP OF ALL DEMOLISHED/REMOVED MATERIALS AND SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE
TO REMOVE THEM FROM THE SITE AND DISPOSE OF THEM IN A LEGAL MANNER AND LOCATION.
6. EXISTING CURB & GUTTER THAT IS TO REMAIN IN PLACE MUST BE AT LEAST 4 FT IN LENGTH, OTHERWISE, SAWCUT
AT THE NEAREST JOINT.
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950 W 1350 S RAILROAD CROSSING, # 968062Y
ROADWAY PLAN & PROFILE

D. EYRE

M. COLLIER

C. NELSON

B. MILLER

AS SHOWN

FEBRUARY 20, 2015
CP101

5 14
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SPRINGVILLE UTAH

10'

2'

0 10' 20'

5'

12'

6'

5'

12'

5'

6'

950 WEST

KEY NOTES
ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QTY

INSTALL PRECAST CONCRETE PANELS FOR 10'
WOOD TIES PER DETAILS A/CP502, & A/CP503,
RETROFIT NEW TIES AS NECESSARY (BY UPRR)

TRACK
FOOT 64

INSTALL NEW PAVEMENT SECTION - 3" HMA (85
TONS), 8" BASE COURSE (PLAN QUANTITY 110 CY),
18" IMPORTED GRANULAR FILL(PLAN QUANTITY 260
CY) SEE DETAIL A/CP501

SF 4,275

84" PLOWABLE END SECTION PER DETAIL B/CP505
(PAINT REFLECTIVE YELLOW) EA 6

RAILROAD CROSSING LIGHTS & GATES BY UPRR,
SEE DETAIL B/CP503 EA 2

INSTALL CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER TYPE E (6"
THICK BASE COURSE) PER DETAIL C/CP501 LF 115

INSTALL CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER TRANSITIONS
PER DETAIL B/CP502 LF 24

INSTALL UDOT TYPE B5 MEDIAN CURB (BACK TO
BACK, PAINTED REFLECTIVE YELLOW) PER B/CP505 LF 115

INSTALL CONCRETE SIDEWALK 6" THICK (BASE
COURSE 4" THICK) SF 1,900

INSTALL DETECTABLE WARNING SURFACE PER
DETAIL B/CP506 EA 6

INSTALL CONTRACTOR FURNISHED TOPSOIL (4"
THICK), TURF SOD, INSTALL IRRIGATION
SPRINKLERS

SY 30

INSTALL GEOTEXTILE - WEED BARRIER (DEWITT PRO
5 OR EQUIVALENT), INSTALL 3" MINUS DECORATIVE
ROCK (MIN 6" THICK). PROTECT IN PLACE ANY
EXISTING TREES

SY 45

INSTALL CONCRETE VALLEY GUTTER  (6" THICK
BASE COURSE) PER DETAIL D/CP502 LF 90

INSTALL 43" CHAIN LINK CHANNELING FENCE PER
DETAIL A/CP501 & A/CP505 LF 140

INSTALL 6' CHAIN LINK FENCE B/CP501 LF 45

SPRING LOADED SWING GATE PER DETAIL C/CP503 EA 4

CONSTRUCT DRIVEWAY APPROACH 6" THICK (BASE
COURSE 8" THICK) SF 165

CROSSING SIGNAL SYSTEM BY UPRR LS 1

INSTALL 1" MINUS CRUSHED GRAVEL (INSTALL AT
UNIFORM SLOPE FROM SIDEWALK TO SIGNAL
HOUSE) 6" THICK

SF 410

RAISE OR LOWER MANHOLE TO GRADE EA 1
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NOTES:
1.  CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO PROTECT ALL
EXISTING UTILITIES IN PLACE EXCEPT WHERE
MODIFICATIONS ARE IDENTIFIED. IF A UTILITY CONFLICT
IS ENCOUNTERED, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY
THE CITY AND WORK WITH THE CITY TO RESOLVE.
2. COORDINATES AND ELEVATIONS FOR PROPOSED
IMPROVEMENTS ARE FOUND IN THE POINTS TABLE ON
SHEET CG101.
3.  COORDINATE WITH CITY REGARDING COLOR AND
SIZE OF DECORATIVE ROCK TO MATCH EXISTING.
PROVIDE SAMPLE TO CITY FOR APPROVAL PRIOR TO
PLACEMENT.
4.  COORDINATE ALL IRRIGATION LINE CONNECTION
WORK WITH ALEX ROYLANCE AT SPRINGVILLE CITY
801-489-5742.
5.  COORDINATE CONSTRUCTION WORK WITH UPRR
CONSTRUCTION REGARDING SIGNAL WORK, RAIL, AND
CROSSING PANEL WORK.
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950 W 1350 S RAILROAD CROSSING, # 968062Y
GRADING PLAN

D. EYRE

M. COLLIER

C. NELSON

B. MILLER

AS SHOWN

FEBRUARY 20, 2015
CG101

6 14
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SPRINGVILLE UTAH

0 10' 20'

950 WEST

UT
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R/
W
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UT
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NE

ABBREVIATIONS
LOG = LIP OF GUTTER
TBC = TOP BACK OF CURB
SW = SIDEWALK
DW = DRIVEWAY
PANEL = CORNER OF CONCRETE CROSSING PANEL
BOG = BOTTOM OF CROSSING GATE POLE
EC = END OF MEDIAN CURB

NOTE:
1.  CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO
PROTECT ALL EXISTING UTILITIES IN PLACE
EXCEPT WHERE MODIFICATIONS ARE
IDENTIFIED. IF A UTILITY CONFLICT IS
ENCOUNTERED, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL
NOTIFY THE CITY AND WORK WITH THE
CITY TO RESOLVE.
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950 W 1350 S RAILROAD CROSSING, # 968062Y
PAVEMENT MARKING PLAN

D. EYRE
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AS SHOWN
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KEY NOTES
ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QTY

INSTALL HIGHWAY-RAIL GRADE CROSSING ADVANCE
WARNING (W10-1) SIGN EA 2

PAVEMENT MARKING PAINT (4" SOLID WHITE LINE)
ON PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES PER DETAIL A/CP504 LF 60

INSTALL "LOOK" SIGN PER DETAIL A/CP504 EA 4

INSTALL "STOP" PAVEMENT MESSAGE PER DETAIL
A/CP504 EA 4

OBJECT MARKER SIGN OM-3L PER DETAIL A/CP506 EA 6

PAVEMENT MARKING PAINT (4" SOLID YELLOW) LF 370

PAVEMENT MESSAGE PAINT (RAILROAD CROSSING
ADVANCE WARNING) EA 2

FLEXIBLE DELINEATORS PER DETAIL A/PM101 EA 16

PAVEMENT MESSAGE PAINT (24" SOLID WHITE LINE,
STOP BAR) LF 33

PAVEMENT MARKING PAINT (4" DOUBLE YELLOW ) LF 90

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

NOTE:
1.  CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO PROTECT ALL
EXISTING UTILITIES IN PLACE EXCEPT WHERE
MODIFICATIONS ARE IDENTIFIED. IF A UTILITY CONFLICT
IS ENCOUNTERED, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY
THE CITY AND WORK WITH THE CITY TO RESOLVE.

95% PLANS

5556
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1.0
1' 
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5

7
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15'

15'

1'

4'
 TYP.

8
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SCALE:
A

PM101
FLEXIBLE DELINEATOR DETAIL

NONE

2.5
'

MI
N 

3"

FLEXIBLE YELLOW TUBE

POLYMER BASE
ANCHORED TO MEDIAN

UDOT B5 MEDIAN

RETROREFLECTIVE SHEETING
FACING TRAFFIC APPROACHING
CROSSING

67'

15' TYP.

20'

15' TYP.90'

188' TO INTERSECTION PI

197' TO INTERSECTION PI
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D. EYRE
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FEBRUARY 20, 2015
CP501

8 14

14235F

SPRINGVILLE UTAH

36.5'2.5' 2.5' 12.5'7'

EMERGENCY
GATE PER
DETAIL C/CP503

43'' CHANNELING FENCE "LOOK" SIGN, R15-8 18"x9"

4:1 TIE-IN SLOPE

VALLEY
GUTTER

SIDEWALK VALLEY
GUTTER

2%2% 2%2%
3" THICK HMA - 1/2"

8" THICK BASE COURSE
18" THICK IMPORTED GRANULAR FILL

6" THICK BASE COURSE
4" THICK BASE COURSE
6" THICK CONCRETE

6" THICK BASE COURSE4" THICK BASE COURSE
6" THICK CONCRETE

27.75'

SCALE:
A

CP501
LOOKING EAST
SECTION VIEW STA 4+14.33

NONE

NOTES:
1.  THE SAME SECTION VIEW CAN BE APPLIED LOOKING
WEST AT STA 3+84.62.
2.  CONTRACTOR SHALL PROOF ROLL, REPAIR &
RECOMPACT SOFT SPOTS IN THE  NATIVE SOIL TO 95%
MAX DENSITY PER ASTM D-1557. TO ACCOUNT FOR
SOFT SPOTS AN ITEM TITLED "EXTRA EXCAVATION
AND BACKFILL" HAS BEEN ADDED TO THE BID FORM.
3. GRANULAR FILL SHALL BE PLACED IN 6" (MAX.) LIFTS
AND COMPACTED TO 95% MAX. DENSITY PER ASTM
D-1557.
4.  BASE COURSE SHALL BE PLACED IN 4" (MAX.) LIFTS
AND SHALL BE COMPACTED TO 97% MAX DENSITY
UNDER PAVEMENT, ALL OTHER BASE COURSE SHALL
BE COMPACTED TO 95% MAX DENSITY PER ASTM
D-1557.
5.  EXCAVATE A MINIMUM OF 6" IN ALL EXCAVATION
AREAS DEFINED ON CD101 TO REMOVE ANY EXISTING
VEGETATION AND ROOTS.

SCALE:
B

CP501
CHAIN LINK FENCE DETAILS

NONE

6'

10' MAX. POST SPACING

SCHEDULE 40 GALVANIZED STEEL PIPE 1-1/4" ID
1-5/8" OD

KNUCKLED SELVAGE TYPE II

1'

6"
 C

LE
AR

2.5
' M

IN

TENSION WIRE 0.177 INCH DIA.
AT BASE OF FENCE

9 - GAUGE CHAIN LINK MESH

NOTE:
ALL FENCE POST FOOTINGS TO
FOLLOW DETAIL B/CP501

12
"

6"

R=3/4"
R=3/4"

2.5'

SCALE:
C

CP501
CURB & GUTTER

NONE

8"

6"
10'

25' LONG CHAIN LINK FENCE
OR CONNECT TO EXISTING FENCE

43
"

6"

4:1 TIE-IN SLOPE

1'
 MIN.

"LOOK" SIGN, R15-8 18"x9"

SIDEWALK

CURB & GUTTER

BASE COURSE

12"

GRANULAR FILL

12
"

HMA

95% PLANS

SELF CLOSING
SWING GATE PER
DETAIL C/CP503

R5-1
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950 W 1350 S RAILROAD CROSSING, # 968062Y
DETAILS

D. EYRE

M. COLLIER

C. NELSON

B. MILLER

AS SHOWN

FEBRUARY 20, 2015
CP502

9 14

14235F

SPRINGVILLE UTAH

SCALE:
A

CP502
PRECAST CONCRETE CROSSING PANELS

NONE

6'

SCALE:
B

CP502
TRANSITION CURB & GUTTER DETAIL

NONE

SCALE:
C

CP502
CROSSING CLOSURE BARRICADE DETAILS

NONE

20' MIN.
JERSEY BARRIER TO BE PLACED ALONG TRAVELED WAY

32
"

15' MIN 15' MIN

32" PRECAST  JERSEY BARRIER
WITH CONNECTION PINS

BURY ENDS OF BARRICADE
(USE EXCESS FILL EXISTING AT

 CROSSING, IMPORT FILL AS NECESSARY)
BURY ENDS OF BARRICADE

(USE EXCESS FILL EXISTING AT
 CROSSING, IMPORT FILL AS NECESSARY) NOTE:

EXISTING CROSSINGS TO BE CLOSED DO NOT HAVE
TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY DATA. ANY ATTEMPTS TO
QUANTIFY FILL MATERIAL FOR THE BARRICADES ARE
ESTIMATES. CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR
ACCOUNTING FOR ALL FILL QUANTITIES NEEDED IN BID.

6"
2.5'

SCALE:
D

CP502
CONCRETE VALLEY GUTTER

NONE

8"

6"

8"

CONCRETE VALLEY GUTTER

BASE COURSE

GRANULAR FILL

12"

12
"

SIDEWALK

NOTES:
1. GRANULAR FILL SHALL BE PLACED IN 6" (MAX.) LIFTS
AND COMPACTED TO 95% MAX. DENSITY PER ASTM
D-1557.
2.  BASE COURSE SHALL BE PLACED IN 4" (MAX.) LIFTS
AND SHALL BE COMPACTED TO 95% MAX DENSITY.

95% PLANS
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10 14

14235F

SPRINGVILLE UTAH

SCALE:
A

CP503
PRECAST CONCRETE CROSSING PANELS

NONE

SCALE:
B

CP503
VEHICLE/PEDESTRIAN GATE PLACEMENT

NONE

95% PLANS
SCALE:

C
CP503

SELF CLOSING SWING GATE/EMERGENCY GATE
NONE

4'

6"x6"x1/4" STOP PLATE w/ RUBBER
BUMPER **NOTE: COORDINATE
PLATE SIDE W/ SWING OF GATE

1.2
2'

1.2
2'

BOOMER SPRING
PIVOT HINGE

5/16" GALVANIZED U-BOLTS

UPPER PIVOT

FENCE POSTFENCE POST

1.5" Ï GALVANIZED STEEL TUBE

4.5'

REFLECTIVE SHEETING
3" STRIPS @ 12" O.C. (TYP.)

MA
X 

8"
CL

EA
RA

NC
E

6"x0.25"  GALVANIZED STEEL PLATE
ROUND EDGES FOR ADDED SAFETY
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PASSIVE PEDESTRIAN CONTROL DETAILS
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S T A F F  R E P O R T  

CITY COUNCIL MEETING – May 17, 2016  

 
DATE: May 17, 2016  
    
TO: Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: Jeff Anderson, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: 950 WEST – 1350 SOUTH RAILROAD CROSSING 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION  
 
Motion to: 
 

Award the 950 West -1350 South Railroad Crossing project to the lowest responsible bidder 
________________ in the amount of  $                         and authorize the Director of Public 
Works to issue a Notice to Proceed for the project. 

BACKGROUND 
 
950 West was constructed form 400 South down to 1600 South with the development of the 
Jessie’s Brook subdivision back in 2005.  The original development plans called for the roadway to 
cross the Tintic railroad tracks at approximately 1350 South, but the railroad would not allow the 
new at grade crossing to be constructed at that time.  The standard policy for opening a new public 
at-grade railroad crossing was to close 2 existing public crossings in place of the new one being 
created.  The City did not have 2 crossings they were able/willing to close at that time, so the road 
was constructed to the limits of the railroad right-of-way on the north and south sides of the tracks 
and terminated. (See exhibit A – Existing Conditions)The City has been working with the railroad 
since that time to look for options and solutions to open this crossing.   
 

EXHIBIT A – Existing Conditions 
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In 2014 it was announced that Nebo School District would be constructing a new elementary 
school (Meadowbrook Elementary) to serve the west side of town.  The new school would be 
located at 950 W and 700 S serving the subdivisions south of 400 South.  With this new 
information and knowing the students and parents would need the railroad crossing open to get to 
and from the school, the City once again approached the railroad about opening the crossing.  With 
plans to provide commuter rail service to the south county, UTA had purchased the Tintic line and 
was now the owner of the tracks.  The City was able to work with UTA and agree to close one 
public and one private crossing and have UTA agree to the opening of the 950 West-1350 South 
crossing.  The City began designs of a fully signalized and controlled crossing with lights and gates 
as required by the railroad. 

 
EXHIBIT B – Meadowbrook Elementary Location 

 

 
 
In mid-2015 City Staff were brainstorming ideas for possible projects we could submit for the 
MAG TIP program.  An idea was suggested about abandoning the Tintic railroad line through 
Springville.  UTA had purchased the Tintic Line intending to only use the southern portion of the 
lien south of 1600 South.  UTA planned on using the Sharp Line (the tracks adjacent to 1500 West) 
north of 1600 South and in the future planned to build a spur line to connect the two.  Feeling the 
idea had merit, Staff began looking at the possibility of building the spur section of track between 
the Sharp Line and the Tintic Line immediately and abandoning the Tintic line through Springville 
and a portion of Spanish Fork.  The City proposed the idea to UTA, Union Pacific Railroad, UDOT 
and the MAG TIP committee and it received considerable support from all entities.  (UPDATE - 
The project was recently approved to be funded in the 2019 MAG TIP).  The City, going on 
the assumption that the Tintic Line could and would be abandoned in the next couple of years, 
provided the City received the funding and all entities agree, approached UDOT (who has 
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authority/oversight of all railway-roadway crossings) about reducing the required improvements at 
the crossing. The estimated cost of a fully signalized and controlled crossing with lights and gates 
was approximately $500,000.  To spend half a million on a crossing that would be abandoned in 
two years did not seem logical.  UDOT revised their requirements and allowed for a crossing 
utilizing cross-buck signs and flashing LED stop signs as control measures.  This greatly reduced 
the cost of constructing the crossing.  It is this design that the City put out to bid and is proposing 
to be awarded. 

EXHIBIT C – Proposed Tintic Line Abandonment 
 

  
SCOPE OF WORK 
 
This project consists of the construction of the remaining portions of 950 West from their terminus 
points to the railroad tracks located at 950 West and 1350 South.  The roadway construction will 
consist of the installation of new sub-base, road base and asphalt, curb and gutter, sidewalk, 
landscaping, signage, fencing and pedestrian gates.  The pedestrian gates will be “zig-zag” gates.  
These gates are aligned such that they resemble a “C” which will cause the pedestrian to turn right 
and then left (checking both directions for trains) prior to crossing the tracks.  The concrete panels 
at the actual track crossing are not included with this award.  Union Pacific will supply and install 
these panels prior to the crossing being opened to the public.  The crossing is slated to be open 
prior to school starting in August 2016. 
 
Exhibit D shows the proposed design for the crossing. 
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EXHIBIT D – Proposed At-Grade Railroad Crossing Design 

 
 
 
BID RESULTS 
 
The Engineering Division personnel together with CRS Engineering, prepared plans, 
specifications, and contract documents for the project.  These Contract Documents were 
placed on BidSync, an internet bidding service approved by the State of Utah.  The bid 
results are listed below: 
 

Contractor Bid Notes 
   
   
   
   
   
 
* Lowest responsible bid  
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FISCAL IMPACT 
 
Funding 
 
This project is funded in the proposed FY 2016-17 budget.  By awarding this project at this time 
this funding will need to be included in the Final Approved FY 2016-17 budget.  
 



 
 
 
 
 

S T A F F  R E P O R T  

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
  sr_cdbg interlocal agreement_20160517.doc 

 
 
DATE: May 10, 2016  
    
TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council  
 
FROM: John A. Penrod, City Attorney 
 
SUBJECT: CONSIDERATION OF A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE 

EXECUTION OF AN INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN CITIES WITHIN UTAH COUNTY AND UTAH COUNTY 
FOR THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM.   

 
RECOMMENDED MOTION 

 
Motion to approve Resolution #_______ approving the execution of the Interlocal 

Cooperation Agreement between Utah County and the cities within Utah County wherein the 
parties agree to be a part of an urban county under the Community Development Block Grant 
Program.   
 
BACKGROUND 
 

The interlocal agreement before the Council is between several Utah County cities and 
Utah County and is very similar to an interlocal agreement the City Council approved back in 
2009.  The proposed interlocal agreement has very little revisions from the 2009 agreement.  The 
main revision provides that the County must notify the City after three years of the City’s right 
not to participate in the CDBG block grant program, which right may be exercised by the City 
providing a written notice. 

 
The Community Development Block Grant Program (“CDBG”) permits and provides for 

the participation of the United States government in a wide range of local housing and 
community development activities.  The primary objective of the program is the development of 
viable urban communities and access by every resident to decent housing, shelter and ownership 
opportunity regardless of income or minority status.   

 
Utah County qualifies as an “urban county” under CDBG.  As an urban county, Utah 

County is eligible to receive entitlement grants from HUD for the conduct of CDBG program 
activities.  Cities that do not qualify for separate entitlement grants may be included as a part of 
the urban county by entering into cooperation agreements with the urban county in accordance 
with the requirements of applicable regulations.  The benefit of being part of the urban county is 
that urban counties are usually entitled to annual grant money, whereas small local governments 
with populations of 50,000 or less are eligible to compete with their respective states and other 
small cities for non-entitlement Small Cities and State CDBG funds. 
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
February 6, 2007  sr_cdbg interlocal agreement_20160517.doc 

In order for a city to join the County under the County’s urban county status, the City must 
enter into an interlocal for a period of at least three years, agree not to apply for grants under the 
Small Cities or State CDGB Programs, or participate in the Home consortium except through the 
urban county.  The City is also required under the interlocal agreement to cooperate fully with 
the County in all CDBG program efforts planned and performed under the agreement.  Even 
though the City participates in the planning of how the grant will be utilized, the County is the 
entity that makes the final decision on what is submitted.   

 
The Agreement also requires the City to authorize the County to submit applications for 

projects to be performed within the City.  The City will then enter into separate project 
agreements or sub-grants to carry out the project and activities within the City for which the 
money is granted.   

 
 The Agreement requires the City and the County to abide by Section 104(b) of Title I of 
the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974 as amended, Title VI of the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964, the Fair Housing Act, Section 109 of Title I of the Housing and Community 
Development Act of 1974 and other applicable laws. 
 
ALTERNATIVES 

 Disapprove the agreement and apply for Small City and State CDBG grant funds. 

FISCAL IMPACT 
 
 None. 
 
Attachments –   The Proposed Interlocal Cooperation Agreement. 
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        AGREEMENT NO. 2016- 
        

INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT 
 

between 
 
 
 

UTAH COUNTY and ALPINE CITY, AMERICAN FORK CITY, PLEASANT GROVE CITY, 
EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, SPANISH FORK CITY, SANTAQUIN CITY, ELK RIDGE 

CITY, SPRINGVILLE CITY, PAYSON CITY, MAPLETON CITY, SALEM CITY, 
SARATOGA SPRINGS CITY, LINDON CITY, HIGHLAND CITY, TOWN OF CEDAR 

FORT, 
CEDAR HILLS CITY, ELK RIDGE CITY, TOWN OF FAIRFIELD, 

TOWN OF GENOLA, TOWN OF GOSHEN, and TOWN OF VINEYARD.  
 
 
 
 

relating to the conduct of 
 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM 
 

for FEDERAL FISCAL YEARS 2017 THROUGH 2019 
 

and successive 3 year periods thereafter 
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 AGREEMENT NO. 2016- ___________ 

 INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT 

 THIS IS AN INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT, made and entered into by 

and between UTAH COUNTY, UTAH, a body corporate and politic of the State of Utah, 

AMERICAN FORK CITY, PLEASANT GROVE CITY, EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, 

SPANISH FORK CITY, SANTAQUIN CITY, SPRINGVILLE CITY, PAYSON CITY, 

MAPLETON CITY, SALEM CITY, SARATOGA SPRINGS CITY, LINDON CITY, 

HIGHLAND CITY, TOWN OF CEDAR FORT, CEDAR HILLS CITY, ELK RIDGE CITY, 

TOWN OF FAIRFIELD, TOWN OF GENOLA, TOWN OF GOSHEN, and TOWN OF 

VINEYARD, all municipal corporations. 

 RECITALS 

A. In 1974 the U.S. Congress enacted the Housing and Community Development Act of 

1974, as since amended (42 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.), and in 1990 the U.S. Congress enacted the 

Cranston-Gonzales National Affordable Housing Act, as since amended (42 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.) 

collectively (the “Act”), permitting and providing for the participation of the United States 

government in a wide range of local housing and community development activities and 

programs of the Act which activities and programs are administered by the U.S. Department of 

Housing and Urban Development (“HUD”). 

B. The primary objective of the Act is the development of viable urban communities and 

access by every resident to decent housing, shelter and ownership opportunity regardless of 

income or minority status, by providing decent housing and a suitable living environment and 
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expanding economic opportunities, principally for persons of low and moderate income, with 

this objective to be accomplished by the federal government providing financial assistance 

pursuant to the Act in the form of community development block grant (“CDBG”) Program 

funds to state and local governments to be used in the conduct and administration of housing, 

shelter and community development activities and projects as contemplated by the primary 

objectives of the Act (the “CDBG program”). 

C. To implement the policies, objectives and other provisions of the Act, HUD has issued 

rules and regulations governing the conduct of the CDBG program, published in 24 Code of 

Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 92 and Part 570 (the “Regulations”), which regulations provide 

that a county may qualify as an “urban county,” as defined in Section 570.3 of the Regulations, 

and thereby become eligible to receive entitlement grants from HUD for the conduct of CDBG 

program activities as an urban county and that cities and other units of general local governments 

in the same metropolitan statistical area that do not or cannot qualify for separate entitlement 

grants may be included as a part of the urban county by entering into cooperation agreements 

with the urban county in accordance with the requirements of the Regulations. 

D. The County is now qualified under the Regulations to become an urban county and to 

begin receiving CDBG program funds from HUD by annual grant agreements beginning on 

______________.  

E. In 1981, and again since then, HUD amended the Regulations, pursuant to amendments 

of the Act, revising the qualification period for urban counties by providing that the qualification 

by HUD of an urban county shall remain effective for three successive federal fiscal years 

regardless of changes in its population during that period, except for failure of an urban county to 
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receive a grant during any year of that period, and also providing that during the three-year 

period of qualification, no included city or other unit of general local government may withdraw 

from nor be removed from the urban county for HUD’s grant computation purposes, and no city 

or other unit of general local government covering an additional area may be added to the urban 

county during that three-year period except where permitted by HUD regulations. 

F. This Agreement provides for an initial three year term with successive three year terms 

corresponding with HUD qualification periods, automatically renewing. 

G. The County recognizes and understands that it does not have independent legal authority 

to conduct some kinds of community development and housing assistance activities within the 

boundaries of an incorporated city without that city’s approval.  In order to ensure participation 

by the City in the urban county and as part of the fiscal years 20 —20- -- urban county 

qualification process, the County and City are required to enter into this interlocal agreement 

authorizing the County to undertake or to assist in undertaking essential community development 

and housing assistance activities within the City as may be specified in the “Annual Action Plan 

of Community Development Objectives and Projected Use of Funds” (the “Action Plan”) to be 

submitted to HUD annually by the County to receive its annual CDBG and home entitlement 

grants. 

H. Under general provisions of Utah law governing contracting between governmental 

entities and by virtue of specific authority granted in the Utah Interlocal Cooperation Act, 

Section 11-13-101 et seq., Utah Code Ann. (2005), any two or more public agencies may enter 

into agreements with one another for joint or cooperative action, or for other purposes authorized 

by law. 
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I. Accordingly, the County and City have determined that it will be mutually beneficial and 

in the public interest to enter into this interlocal cooperation agreement regarding the conduct of 

the County’s CDBG Program, 

 THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises and the cooperative actions contemplated 

hereunder, the parties agree as follows:  

1. A fully executed copy of this interlocal cooperation agreement (the “agreement”), 

together with the approving resolutions of the City and the County, shall be submitted to HUD 

by the County as part of its qualification documentation.  The City hereby gives the County the 

authority to carry out CDBG Program activities and projects within the City’s respective 

municipal boundaries.  By entering into this agreement with the County, the City shall be 

included as a part of the urban county for CDBG program qualification and grant calculation 

purposes.  The period of performance of this agreement shall cover three CDBG Program years 

beginning ___________, 20__ and ending ___________, 20__ and successive 3-year periods 

thereafter.  Each party will participate for the next three program years, and automatically 

renewing each successive 3-year period.  Subject to the termination provisions set forth in 

Paragraph 12, below, a City may terminate its participation in the agreement by giving written 

notice to the County prior to the commencement of the next 3-year period; provided, however, 

that this agreement will remain in effect until the CDBG funds and income received in the 3-year 

period then in effect are expended and the funded activities completed.  As provided in Section 

570.307 of the Regulations, the qualification of the County as an urban county shall remain 

effective for the entire 3-year period in effect regardless of changes in its population during that 

period of time, and the parties agree that a City or Cities may not withdraw from nor be removed 



 6 

from inclusion in the urban county for HUD’s grant computation purposes during that 3-year 

period.  Prior to the beginning of each succeeding qualification period, by the date specified in 

HUD’s urban county qualification notice for the next qualification period, the County shall 

notify each City in writing of its right not to participate and shall send a copy of such notice to 

the HUD field office by the date specified in the urban county qualification schedule issued for 

that period. 

2. The City and the County shall cooperate in the development and selection of CDBG 

program activities and projects to be conducted or performed in the City during each of the three 

program years and for each successive 3-year covered by this agreement.  The City understands 

and agrees, however, that the County shall have final responsibility for selecting the CDBG 

program activities and projects to be included in each annual grant request and for annually filing 

the Annual Action Plan with HUD. 

3. The City recognizes and understands that the County, as a qualified urban county, will be 

the entity required to execute all grant agreements received from HUD pursuant to the County’s 

annual requests for CDBG program funds and that as the grantee under the CDBG programs it 

will be held by HUD to be legally liable and responsible for the overall administration and 

performance of the annual CDBG programs, including the projects and activities to be conducted 

in the City.  By executing the agreement, the City understands that they (1) may not apply for 

grants under the Small Cities or State CDBG Programs from appropriations for fiscal years 

during the period in which they are participating in the urban county’s CDBG program;  (2) the 

City may receive a formula allocation under the HOME Program only through Utah County as 
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an urban county; and (3) the City May receive a formula allocation under the ESG Program only 

through the Urban County.   

4. The City shall cooperate fully with the County in all CDBG program efforts planned and 

performed hereunder.  The City agrees to allow the County to undertake or assist in undertaking, 

essential community development and housing assistance activities within the City as may be 

approved and authorized in the County’s CDBG grant agreement including the 5-year 

Consolidated Plan.  The City and the County also agree to cooperate to undertake, or assist in the 

undertaking, community renewal and lower income housing assistance activities. 

5. The City understands that it will be necessary for the City to enter into separate project 

agreements or sub-grants in writing with the County with respect to the actual conduct of the 

projects and activities approved for performance in the City and that the funds designated in the 

County’s Final Statements for those projects and activities will also be funded to the City under 

those separate project agreements or subgrants.  Subject to the provisions of Paragraph 3 above, 

the City will administer and control the performance of the projects and activities specified in 

those separate project agreements, will be responsible for the expenditure of the funds allocated 

for each such project or activity, and will conduct and perform the projects and activities in 

compliance with the Regulations and all other applicable federal laws and requirements relating 

to the CDBG program.  The City also understands and agrees that, pursuant to 24 CFR 

570.501(b), they are subject to the same requirements applicable to subrecipients, including the 

requirement of a written agreement as described in 24 CFR 570.503.  Prior to disbursing any 

CDBG program to any subrecipients, the City shall enter into written agreements with such 

subrecipients in compliance with 24 CFR 570.503 (CDBG) of the Regulations. 



 8 

6. All CDBG program funds that are approved by HUD for expenditure under the County’s 

grant agreements for the three Program years covered by this agreement and its extensions, 

including those that are identified for projects and activities in the City, will be budgeted and 

allocated to the specific projects and activities described and listed in the County’s Annual Plan 

submitted annually to HUD and those allocated funds shall be used and expended only for the 

projects or activities to which the funds are identified.  No project or activity, or the amount of 

funding allocated for such project or activity, may be changed, modified, substituted or deleted 

by a City without the prior written approval of the County and the approval of HUD when that 

approval is required by the Regulations. 

7. Each City agrees to do all things that are appropriate and required of it to comply with the 

applicable provisions of the grant agreements received by the County from HUD, the provisions 

of the Act, and all Rules and Regulations, guidelines, circulars and other requisites promulgated 

by the various federal departments, agencies, administrations and commissions relating to the 

CDBG program.  The City and the County agree that failure by them to adopt an amendment to 

the agreement incorporating all changes necessary to meet the requirements for cooperation 

agreements set forth in the Urban County Qualification Notice applicable for a subsequent three-

year qualification period, and to submit the amendment to HUD as provided in the urban county 

qualification notice, will void the automatic renewal of such qualification period.  In addition the 

City and the County shall take all actions necessary to assure compliance with the certification 

required of the County by Section 104(b) of Title I of the Housing and Community Development 

Act of 1974 as amended, Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Fair Housing Act, Section 

109 of Title I of the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974 and other applicable 
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laws.  In addition, the City and the County shall take all actions necessary to assure compliance 

with Section 104(b) of Title I of the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, as 

amended; Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964; the Fair Housing Act; Section 109 of the Title 

I of the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, which incorporated Section 504 of 

the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and the Age Discrimination Act of 1975; and other applicable 

laws, and shall affirmatively further fair housing. 

8. Each City affirms that it has adopted and is enforcing: 

 (a) a policy prohibiting the use of excessive force by law enforcement 

agencies within its jurisdiction against any individuals engaged in non-violent 

civil rights demonstrations; and 

 (b) a policy of enforcing applicable State and local laws against physically 

barring entrance to or exit from a facility or location which is the subject of such 

non-violent civil rights demonstrations within its jurisdiction. 

9. During the period of performance of this agreement as provided in Paragraph 1, each City 

shall: 

 (a) Report and pay to the County any program income, as defined in 24 CFR 

570.500(a) for the CDBG program, received by the City, or retain and use that program income 

subject to and in accordance with the applicable program requirements and the provisions of the 

separate CDBG project agreements that will be entered into between the City and the County for 

the actual conduct of the CDBG program, 
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 (b) Keep appropriate records regarding the receipt of, use of, or disposition of all 

program income and make reports thereon to the County as will be required under the separate 

CDBG project agreement between the City and the County, and 

 (c) Pay over to the County any program income that may be on hand in the event of 

close-out or change in status of the City or that may be received subsequent to the close-out or 

change in status as will be provided for in the separate CDBG project agreements mentioned 

above. 

10. The separate CDBG project agreements or sub-grants that will be entered into between 

the County and the City for the conduct of the CDBG Program, as mentioned and referred to 

elsewhere in this agreement, shall include provisions setting forth the standards which shall 

apply to any real property acquired or improved by the City in whole or in part using CDBG 

Program funds.  These standards will require the City to: 

 (a) Notify the County in a timely manner of any modification or change in the use of 

that property from the use planned at the time of the acquisition or improvement and this notice 

requirements shall include any disposition of such property. 

 (b) Reimburse the County in an amount equal to the current fair market value of 

property acquired or improved with CDBG Program funds (less any portion thereof attributable 

to expenditures of non-CDBG funds) that is sold or transferred for a use which does not qualify 

under the Regulations, and 

 (c) Pay over to the County any Program income that is generated from the disposition 

or transfer of property either prior to or subsequent to any close-out, change of status or 

termination of this cooperation agreement or any separate project agreement that is applicable. 
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11. Any changes and modifications to this agreement shall be made in writing, shall be 

executed by both parties prior to the performance of any work or activity involved in the change 

and be approved by HUD if necessary to comply with the Regulations. 

12. This agreement shall remain in force and effect until the CDBG funds and program 

income received are expended and the funded activities completed. 

13. If the County qualifies as an urban county, the parties agree not to veto or otherwise 

obstruct the implementation of the approved 5-year Consolidated Plan during that three year 

(cooperation) agreement period and for such additional times as may be required for the 

expenditure of Consolidated Plan funds granted for that period. 

 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this agreement to be duly 

authorized and executed by each City on the date specified on the respective signature pages and 

by the County on the _____ day of ____________, 20__. 
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SIGNATURE PAGE FOR UTAH COUNTY 
TO  

INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM 

FOR FEDERAL FISCAL YEARS 20__ – 20__ AND 
SUCCESSIVE THREE YEAR PERIODS THEREAFTER 

 
 
      BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
      UTAH COUNTY, UTAH 
 
 
      _______________________________________ 
      LARRY ELLERTSON, Chairman 
 
 
STATE OF UTAH  ) 
    :ss 
COUNTY OF UTAH  ) 
 
 On this _____ day of ______________, 2016, personally appeared before me Larry 

Ellertson, who being duly sworn, did say that he is the Chairman of the Board of County 

Commissioners of Utah County, State of Utah, and that the foregoing instrument was signed on 

behalf of __________ County, by authority of law. 

 
 
       ____________________________________ 
       NOTARY PUBLIC 
       Residing in ___________County 
 
ATTEST:  BRYAN E. THOMPSON  Reviewed as to form and compatibility with 
Utah County Clerk/Auditor    the laws of the State of Utah 
 
 
By:  _______________________________ 
 _______________________________________ 
 Deputy Clerk/Auditor   COUNTY ATTORNEY 



RESOLUTION NO. __________ 

A RESOLUTION OF SPRINGVILLE CITY TO ENTER INTO THE 
INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT BETWEEN SEVERAL 
CITIES AND UTAH COUNTY RELATING TO THE COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM FOR FEDERAL FISCAL 
YEARS 2017 THROUGH 2019.  

WHEREAS, the Community Development Block Grant (“CDBG”) permits and provides 
for the participation of the United States government in a wide range of local housing and 
community development activities; and 

WHEREAS, Springville City is considered a small city under the CDBG Program and is 
not entitled to CDBG funds; and 

WHEREAS, Springville City desires to enter into an interlocal agreement with Utah 
County whereby the County will become an urban county eligible to receive entitlement grants 
from HUD for the conduct of CDBG program activities in Utah County, including Springville 
City.  

NOW,  THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF SPRINGVILLE 
CITY: 

SECTION 1.  Agreement Approval.  The Interlocal Agreement, substantially in the form 
attached as Exhibit A, is approved and may be executed for and on behalf of the City by the 
Mayor and City Recorder. 

SECTION 2.  Filing with City Recorder.  Upon full execution of the Interlocal 
Agreement, the Interlocal Agreement will be filed with the City Recorder, who is the keeper of 
records of the City. 

SECTION 4.  Effective Date.  This resolution shall become effective immediately upon 
passage. 

APPROVED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF SPRINGVILLE, UTAH, ON 
THIS 3rd DAY OF MAY, 2016. 

       ________________________________ 
Wilford W. Clyde, Mayor 

 
Attest:  
 
 
________________________________ 
Kim Rayburn, City Recorder 



EXHIBIT A 
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	COUNCIL BUSINESS
	6. CLOSED SESSION
	ADJOURNMENT
	cc_agenda_2016_05_17.pdf
	CALL TO ORDER
	INVOCATION AND PLEDGE
	APPROVAL OF THE MEETING’S AGENDA
	MAYOR’S COMMENTS
	MAYOR, COUNCIL AND ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS
	CLOSED SESSION

	03152016Workminutes_DRAFT.pdf
	MINUTES OF THE WORK/STUDY MEETING OF THE SPRINGVILLE CITY COUNCIL HELD ON TUESDAY, MARCH 15, 2016 AT 5:15 P.M. AT THE CIVIC CENTER, 110 SOUTH MAIN STREET, SPRINGVILLE, UTAH.
	Mayor Wilford W. Clyde presided. In addition to Mayor Clyde, the following were present: Councilmember Rick Child, Councilmember Christopher Creer, Councilmember Jason Miller, Councilmember Chris Sorensen, City Administrator Troy Fitzgerald, Assistant...
	Also present were: Public Safety Director Scott Finlayson, Power Superintendent Brandon Graham, Buildings and Grounds Director Alex Roylance, Operations Manager Rod Oldroyd, Golf Pro Craig Norman, Recreation Director Corey Merideth, Library Director P...
	CALL TO ORDER
	Mayor Clyde welcomed everyone and called the Work/Study meeting to order at 5:16 p.m.
	COUNCIL BUSINESS
	5) CLOSED SESSION
	There was no Closed Session.
	ADJOURNMENT
	COUNCILMEMBER CHILD MOVED TO ADJOURN THE WORK/STUDY MEETING OF THE SPRINGVILLE CITY COUNCIL AT 6:56 P.M. COUNCILMEMBER SORENSEN SECONDED THE MOTION, ALL VOTED AYE.

	03152016CCMinutes_DRAFT.pdf
	Mayor Wilford W. Clyde presided. In addition to Mayor Clyde, the following were present: Councilmember Rick Child, Councilmember Christopher Creer, Councilmember Jason Miller, Councilmember Chris Sorensen, City Administrator Troy Fitzgerald, Assistant...
	Also present were: Public Safety Director Scott Finlayson, Buildings and Grounds Director Alex Roylance, Recreation Director Corey Merideth, Power Distribution Superintendent Brandon Graham, Library Director Pam Vaughn, Operations Manager Rod Oldroyd,...
	CALL TO ORDER
	Mayor Clyde welcomed everyone and called the meeting to order at 7:02 p.m.
	INVOCATION AND PLEDGE
	Councilmember Sorensen offered the invocation, and Councilmember Child led the Pledge of Allegiance.
	APPROVAL OF THE MEETING’S AGENDA
	COUNCILMEMBER SORENSEN MOVED TO APPROVE THE MEETING’S AGENDA AS WRITTEN. COUNCILMEMBER CREER SECONDED THE MOTION, AND ALL VOTED AYE.
	MAYOR’S COMMENTS
	COUNCILMEMBER CHILD MOVED TO APPROVE ENTERING INTO A CONTRACT FOR GRANT OF CONSERVATION EASEMENT AND CONVEYANCE OF FEE TITLE FOR THE EAST HOBBLE CREEK RESTORATION PROJECT WITH THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND ALL DOCUMENTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE CONTRACT...
	COUNCILMEMBER SORENSEN MOVED TO APPROVE RESOLUTION #2016-02, WHICH AMENDS THE COMPREHENSIVE FEE SCHEDULE FOR THE CITY OF SPRINGVILLE TO ESTABLISH AND INCLUDE FEES FOR NON-RESIDENTS AND COMMERCIAL BUSINESSES THAT USE THE SPRINGVILLE GREEN WASTE/COMPOST...
	COUNCILMEMBER MILLER SECONDED THE MOTION. THE VOTE IS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS:
	COUNCILMEMBER CHILD  AYE
	COUNCILMEMBER CONOVER  ABSENT
	COUNCILMEMBER CREER  AYE
	COUNCILMEMBER MILLER  AYE
	COUNCILMEMBER SORENSEN  AYE
	THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. RESOLUTION #2016-02 ADOPTED
	MAYOR, COUNCIL AND ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS
	CLOSED SESSION
	COUNCILMEMBER SORENSEN MOVED TO ADJOURN THE CITY COUNCIL WORK/STUDY MEETING AT 8:21 P.M. AND CONVENE IN CLOSED SESSION TO DISCUSS THE CHARACTER, PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE, OR PHYSICAL OR MENTAL HEALTH OF AN INDIVIDUAL. COUNCILMEMBER CHILD SECONDED THE M...
	COUNCILMEMBER CHILD  AYE
	COUNCILMEMBER CONOVER  ABSENT
	COUNCILMEMBER CREER  AYE
	COUNCILMEMBER MILLER  AYE
	COUNCILMEMBER SORENSEN  AYE
	COUNCILMEMBER CHILD MOVED TO ADJOURN THE CITY COUNCIL MEETING AT 8:47 P.M. COUNCILMEMBER CREER SECONDED THE MOTION, AND ALL VOTED AYE.

	SR_Miner's Grove C-Improvement Extension_20160517.pdf
	RECOMMENDED MOTION
	SUMMARY OF ISSUES/FOCUS OF ACTION
	BACKGROUND

	SR_ZMA_GPMA_341 S 300 E_Harward.pdf
	RECOMMENDED MOTION
	SUMMARY OF ISSUES/FOCUS OF ACTION
	1. Does the proposed request meet the requirements of Springville City Code, regarding amendments to the General Plan?
	BACKGROUND
	Alternatives

	SR_950 West RR Crossing - UTA  Springville Agreement_20160517.pdf
	RECOMMENDED ACTION

	SR_CDBG Interlocal Agreement_20160517.pdf
	RECOMMENDED MOTION
	Alternatives
	FISCAL IMPACT




